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} B - .o ~“Introduction

The Educational Resources Informatlon Center better ‘known as ERIC is
a federallv sponsored system for prov1d1ng ready access to the educational
'tliterature that appears ‘in Journals, has 11m1ted dissemlnatlon, or 15 not. -

‘formally published.

Resources in Education (RIE) is the monthly abstract Journal of the _

_;‘ERIC system.' It consists of resumes of educatlon—related documents and _

‘v71ndexes to these resumes. RIE covers :the. broad field of education in all
\'1ts aspects, announcing timely report llterature and recently completed
.research results to make possible the early identiflcatlon and acquisition

"of documents of 1nterest to the educational communlty The Gurrent Index‘f

to Journals in Education (CIJE) is the most complete gulde\to major "«h

A

‘educatlonal perlodlcal literature.x Detailed 1ndex1ng ‘for articles in

approy1mately 700 . educatlon and education—related Journals is provided ke

i
v
3

.b'k"'-through CLIE. e

‘ , ThlS annotated bibliography is, based ‘on a search of documents
"'_’ancaunced in RIE and Journal art1cles indexed in CIJE.< Each reference

"is concerned w1th statewide programs of educatlonal assessment or

o

. j:*teisting.

: For each entry in the b1bllography the follow1ng information is

: Jﬂpresented ‘ personal or corporate author,vtitle, place of publication,
>{publisher, date of publicatlon,‘number of’ pages, ERIC document (ED)
“number 'and pr1ce of the document as available from the ERIC Document

Reproductlon Service (EDRS) The notatlon MF stands for microfiche,

He, for paper copy For each entry there is ‘an abstract. Entries are f}f*

1sted alphabetically by author and are numbered Please note that

J_urnal art1cles (those 1tems w1th ‘an; EJ number) are not available from

‘7deDRS However, most of these journals are readlly available in librarles;

: The subJect 1ndex llsts each mAJor term used to 1ndex a document
i ‘or art1cle. (A major rerm reflects the prlmary t0p1c or focus ) The

T'numbers 1n the subject 1ndex refer to the entry.




e

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



..-1. Ascher, Gordon. Some nonparametric approaches to the use of
© 7 criterion-referenced statewide test results in the evaluation
. of local district. educationaliﬁrovrams;~ Paper presented at the
nual' meeting of -the- American Educational Research Association,
Jashington, n.C., pril 1975 21 pages. ED 106 369._ ME 4 83
51, 67 . L LR

,;‘c e e
l

'?fﬂThe increased ‘use . of cr1terion—referenced statew1de testlng pro-
- grams 1s an.outgrowth of . the need for more diagnostlc information o
o vfor planning and decision making than is provided by: dorm-referenced 4.
T programs. - There remains, however ‘a need for: state agencies to’ R
compare the results of: loc”l districts to a variety of comparison
~groups for the’ purpose of; 1dentifv1ng where the greatest needs lie.;
: This paper-deals with} nonparametric techn1ques for the comparison of
7matr1ces of cr1terion~referenced scores (rather than the comparison
".of ‘means). - Specific examples 1ncluded chi square, the ‘median test
rank correlatlon, the:W1lcoxon teats, Kendall s w ’and others._

2. 'Bnttinghaus, Erwin, P., & Miller, Gerald R A dissemlnation system
- for state accountability programs«—Part 1%  Reactions to. state '
—— . - accountability programs. -Denver: . Qolerazo State Depar tment:of
‘ Education, Cooperative; Accountability Progect June 1973 ‘ 77 pages.

© . ED 111 84L. 1IF 50.83.° WC $4.67. .

R v
The maJor concern of th1s report was to 1dentify some of the problems
which’ arise ‘when' educational accountab111ty models ara- introduced

“dnto a state and: to begin placing. those problems w1th1n a communi-“ﬁ' o

cation context. It was suggested that there are. 'roblems created byl;”f;]g

.rhe definltlon of the term "accountability, the“term‘ 'assessment, S

While large segments ‘of the publlc can frequ‘ntly a € the !

des1rab11ity of "accountabillty," that: agreement d1sappears“when
_the - specific operational deflnltion of accountabillty is: flnally
e 1ntroduced. The: experience’ of’ Mlchigan in its, Michigan Educatlonal
Assessment Program was' used as“an extended example, although other
states report problems s1mllar ‘to . those of Michigan.f Manv of these
problems ere in the area of communication. ;

Buchmlller Archle A. State assessment (accountability) ’Potential"
“for. becomlng a friend or .foe? ‘Paper.. presented at_the .annual meeting
‘of the North Central. Assoc1atlon of Colleges and“SecondarV Schools,
Ch1cago, March 1973" 22 pages. -ED: e 5 HC $1L67;

.

f_‘3

A sumnary of legislation concernma educational accountability Tre=-.

veals ‘that 13 states hope to find ‘greater: accountabillty‘ln testing

”; or - assessment programs, 7 in: plannlng programming, budgm ing’ '
"4 in uniform accounting syotem, ‘8 in the evaluation offprofessional‘
employees, 2 in’management" 1nformation systems, andvlzin performance )

‘ﬂontracting. ‘The framework. of" educational accountablluty also in—’ g

 cludes goals, : edqcational vouchers,«program audits, c1tlzen e

‘ involvement ‘and related concepts -One problem in accountab111tv Cai

1s that there are apparently wide dlfferences between: citlzens

‘ expectatlons of public educatlon and those of educators..,.

R

[ERJf:i;““uuquff~Ihl,nlksxraﬂ,j
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Accountability is frequently belng redefined w1th an empha31s on ~ . .. ...

. outcomes u81ng cost—effectlveness techniques; it should be under- BRI
“stood  that educators can be held accountable only within the R R
_'constraints of: the financial resources allocated to-them. ‘The = i R
. most.popular le°1slat1ve means to accountability, statewide ’ ‘

-assessment programs, is often objected to on the grounds that
“abuses in the use.of test data outweigh the benefits likely “to
be obtained from the data. The shortcomings and bvas ‘of norm-
referenced tests,,the use: ‘Of random sampling, and pressures on

" all concerneéd, are someé of the’ Ob]@CthﬂS to State, assessment.

B Proponents of ‘this method belleve it will 1ncrease comn1tment

”f';to edunatlon." Efforts are belng ‘made to encourage the ‘use of

‘experlmental programs and to 1mprove statistical nethods of

handllng data. B LT R D Mg?ing..""

.«

Ar

4, Clar&, Phlllip I., et - al. The use, misuse, and abuse of. tests;lT.t
Report on the first annual New England Association for Measurement: v
- ‘and Evaluation in Guidance Conference on Measurement 4in Education,! - .
' Newport, R.I., May 1970. 35 pages. ED 051 281 MF $0 83 LT
“HC. $2. 06. " 2 i

The- New England Association for Measurement ‘and Evaluatio
Guidance (NEAMEG) Conference on Measurement in Education was de~
_-""signed to (1) provide a forum for the examination and discussion _
of -valid issues related to evaluatlon and measurenent' (2) fac1litate3
. communication among ‘educators from’ various disciplines and levels
“ of - education within, the New England region, and to: encourage their.
,active involvement: in "attacking" current. identified problems and” "
.-, concerns relating. to the: use’ . of tests and other evaluative devices‘
-t and ((3)° stimulate the deyelopmont of a series “of positlon papers. .
*statlng the views of the ‘professional-, members of the NEAMEG as' a
_ group, which may serve as. guidelines for education._ Some of;the Rd
‘papers presemted. are also relevant to state testing ‘and’ assessment,
... The proceedings’ include'v "Innovatlve Test Usage for Indiv1aual L
WW‘JPUpll Growth," 'Philip I. Clark; "National Assessment," Thomas R.‘
" Knapp} "State Testing Programs," Paul B.. Campbell} "Testing the
»Dlsadvantaged " Tenore A.; DeLucla,,"Computerlzation in ‘Relation -
" tq Testing and Evaluatlon," James R. Baker; 'Testing and Its- ESTR
. Relevancy to the Seventies,' Thomas" Burns,i"Federally Funded
" Programs,"” Thomas Burns,,"Disclosure of Test Results," Thomas P. . .
. Nally; "Norms:w. Fact or Fancy," Walter N. Durost'Q"Tests.pVho or
" What Is Being Evaluated ey Thomas Skoggs' and "The Jensen . .
: Report "":Paul B. Campbell, :A summary  of the dlscussion by‘the
”'reactors to each presentatlon follows each paper. _{~,;

[

"’fS;'sCoffman, W1111am E.N A morator:um’l What klnd7f NCWE Measurementf
o dn Educatioh. -Vol."5, No. 2, Spring 1974. East Lan81ng,' ich, s
~'National Counc1l on Measurement ‘in Education 1974 - 8 pages, g
ED 099° 408 MF $0. 83. Hard ‘copy "available from VCME Office:
L of Evaluatlon Serv1ces, Michigan State Un1ver., East Lansxng,,
.‘Mich 48823. $0 50. N 4 L

“ .
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"grans and assessment plograms' WHlle on‘t e’ othp

- reallze the problems concernlng tesrlng anc t'st~iﬂferorctdt1nn

Reportlrg systems
the use. of computers

’gapp
referenced measurenent

: : £ the Southeastern'if

) EInv1tatlonal Confergnce-on Measurement~in Educa Kné%vi]lz,f‘“

R Tennessee, DecembeT 1974 ‘S_pages. ED 107 729 3
f«HC $l 67 : 3 ’ :

*studenrs and the schools they attend .shou’ ¢ .
done for. thosehlnstruments and QLestlonn ireS?used in the read ng

fﬂ; %tatew1de ‘tes tingqcan serve four~
"”.trate superlé' Té5ults’ Of a; grourf\
i “an ise questions about
"fstatew1de, estlng deals vlth the/gene:@lly

"advantaged mlnoritles, it can put the. d;fferences/in perspective o
“_bv show1ng comparable dlfferences between s and ‘girla; " tin? ,
'v , than knowledge and T
ba51c skllls“ as shown uot only by an interest measure but: also P
by- data on attltudes toward school and it'can show that a q

ERI!

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



part1cular program 1s produc1n0 substantlal and soclally 1mpor—
tant résults. It is not necessary to give the same test to
 everybody 1n the whole state if the objecrlve is to discover-
;gr'the strong and Meak points in the- state's educatlonal system.

8. Dyer, Henry S., & Rosenthal Elsa. State educatlonal assessment
' programs" An overview. Prlncetan, N.J.: :.ERIC Clearinghouse. -’
on Tests, Measurement,pand Evaluatlon, December 1971. 13 pages.

ED 058 309. MF $0 88 HC $1 6/ -

' Th1s is an ed1ted verS1on of thi doverview chapter frbm a report
on a 1971 survey of state educatlonal assessment programsl ‘The:
procedures used in carrying. our the. survey are described, and-a °

‘rdumber of major. trends in the. approach to state assessment are: _
dlscussed Finally, some of the more important pnoblemsvbt . . R

, encountered by " the states’ in their assessment efforts are o,
: outlined. : ‘ '
9. E..J. Klrschner and Assoc1ates. An analy51s of selected ‘issues
in adult leducation.  Final report. Volume I of III. Wash1ngton,,~ )
D.C.: -EJ J. Kirschner and Associates, February 1976. 206 pages.:
+ED 122 043 MF $0.83. \HC $11 37+ S e
, The Offlce of Educatlon comm1ss1oned the study to 1dentify and;?
*exrlore various polic1es concernlng the educatlon .of adults.; RS U -
~{i) to define the need, for 'the entire population and sel cted. .- o
. subgroups; (2) to describe the current response; at all lavels; *-
(3) to identify and analyze the differences. between- need and
v esponse; and (4) to identlfy and’ explore alternative roles of
the Federal Governnent (pollcies) 0" address such unsatisfied or -
e _emerging needs as might be idenfified._ The study is concerned
- with-all types. of ‘education for adults, at all. 1evels,; o
full~time education in tradltional institutions (high- schools,‘w
¥ colleges, and universities), and. one—way communication (broad—
;txcast and print media) Avallable studies of adults educational
”status were! reviewed and’ educatlonal pr0files of - the population'
~ and -subgroups were prepared Relevant legislation,’ signiflcant ”
" social” ‘and - educatlonal literature, and. available: surveys 'were _k,\ '

- reviewed, and leaders were. consulted to. determine what: adults
,:educatlonally related capab111t1es should be, in order ‘to; develOp c
| criteria with which actual ‘current conditions could be: compared:- ,Hl;f:"tuf
#-. The mogt: reliable data. about adults participation and - educa-~~>//4 LR

“tional:” terfsts were surveyed Largely comprlsed of . impli_atlonsv
“for” pOlle gu1dance, _the body of the report 1ncludes some . of the

/

\1emp1rical data 1n tables..s

%‘Ebel Robert L., ‘Staté testing. programs- Status, problems,‘and
'prospects. TM Report 40. Princeton, N.J.: “ERIC Clearin house
“on Tests, Measurement, .and Evaluatlon December 1974

D 099 429 MF $0 83.. HC $1.67.

8
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The current status of state testlng programs is assessed draw1ng
primarily -on 1nformatlon prov1ded by:the Educational Testing
‘Service publlcatlon,p?State Testifig Programs 1973 Revision,"

due to-an 1ncrease in federal money for. ‘testing purposes. ‘Because

"of poss1b1e confu31on over the d1fferences between a- state testing '

(Y
3

program, a state assessment program “and a stats test1ng service,
‘some exnlanatlon is’ glven as to the properties of each. A history"

/ of state testlngpprograms is cﬁtllned and new- d1rect10ns for such

programs are "proposedi” Cr1terion~referenced and norm—referenced
testing 1s>contrasted and- the advantages and llmitations of- .
criterion’ ‘referenced. tests are indicated. . The problem of eval- .
uating affectlve educatlonal outcomes is explored and- may be’ -

‘,,explained by the véry l1mited nole of noncognitive tests’ “in state

"itestlnglprograms, Thé re1ation between the’ purposes" of testing o
i’and time of. year. ‘the tests”are given. is d1scussed, ‘and" this. timing -
‘f is> SEen to. affect}the extent to wh1ch a particularzpurpo»e is e

served well or" po‘gly. As to the type of test ‘that should be
given; standardlzed tests ‘and tallor—made tests are compafed and

;”their advantages and llmitations a*e d1scussed

Educational Resources Informatlon Center DIR., Educational
Test1ng Serv1ce,~and Education Commission of the States. State

‘educatibnaliassessment- programs. aPrinceton, N.J.e - ETS.

many states include the settlng of statewide edncational goals, //
appllcation of a planning-programming—budgeting system to’ o n./_’
educational assessment

T:Educatlonal Testing SerV1ce, & ERIC Clearinghousf
surement‘

.100 pages.’ :ED 056 102.. MF $0.83. -HC $4.67.

ysting Servioe, Princeton, N T 08540 HC $4 00

establishmen of statewide‘testing pro £

)
\

onfTests, Mea-=
and Evaluatlon. "State- testlngfpr;gramg/
. ETS. November 1973765 ‘page’s, -ED 087,789,
;HC $3 50 Also-available from- A?yisory and Fleld-“*;'

om - Adv1sory and Instructional Prograﬁs, Educational

‘flnanc1al 1ncentives, the handlin% of sens1—5¢

Educational Testing Serv1ce, Pri& eton -N. J 08540@“;;95°

. Increases in‘state: ‘operated: prégrams are indicated and are probably"‘

oncern a 1ack of communlcatlon and coordinati n," relationﬁ? e

11973 revis1on."'”h“
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Tlie purpose of the survey was ‘to obtain information to prepare a
profile of state testing programs: One section of the report -
~summarizes the data on the 42 testing programs that were operating
in 33 states during the 1972-73 school year.  This summary tabu~ .
.ﬂlates the - f1nd1ngs of edght major areas; covering all the. questioqs

Jai:asked\auring the interv1ews, 1ncluding .purposes of” programs,

'ftmanagenpnt aspects, population tested; 1nstrumentation' data . -

af,collection and processing; norms;. dissemination ‘and prospects”

:'*‘present an item by item response summary across states and ‘ ey

: ?“Educational Testing Service Evaluation and Advisory Service.~".

»t*‘fserV1ces, costs, partic ation, number tested, reference(s), o
; _fand a. name and address ror use in obtaining further information, S

~f%pre

"7such time- that(the State:can, demonstrate unequivocally that their

?iigon testing: ‘The State should establish a’ task~force for‘the
,ﬁ”fdevelopment‘of an Office of Consumer Affairs:t
. Evaluation. - The State should establish*a Reséarch and Development

 for ‘the future.' Detalled program descriptlons for each state I
-are: presented in the second section. Finally, the two appendices

programs and a copy of the 1nterv1ew ‘guide,. ~ e e PR . .
. oL . . . . toL (»‘_.\‘ '

;_State testing programs. A survey of functionsg; ’ testszrmaterials,"
" and services. Princeton, N.J.: ETS, Evaluatipii .and: Advisory .
Service, March 1968. 151 pages. ED 080 536 LOME $0 83 HC $8 69.

!

ptions of State testlng programs is. - lf AT
mail .survey of the departrents.of - .. =~ =\~ %
\, the Canal Zone, Guam, Puerto Rico, R

and the Virgin Islands.~_ t was found that 42 of these offer 74 =
‘testing prograrms (with 18§ offering two or more), 9 provide on1y - i
‘limited testlng serv1ces,,and 8.do not conduct a program. . : ‘
~ Following an overview of all the data,'summarles are‘presented ' S
B ﬂfor each of the. programs,: with the following types of" 'data pro— L
v1de Eor each: purposes and. objectives," ‘administration’ and :
, supPrv1sion, grades, tests, norms, admlnistration dates,. other

This compilation of descr
bdsed: upon responses to-a
edUCation in the 50 State

il

'Frazklin; Anderson J. The testingidilemma for m1norities.‘ Paper,
: ented at the Public Hearings' on-Statewide Testing" and ‘Eyalua- = . -
.,tiot Statepof ‘New York, Albapy, October 1974 15 pages.‘ ED 103vﬁ'
357 MF $0 83 . HC $1 67.,ﬂ; k _ - SR U

I

g 3 : : . \ " o .
V‘Theﬂddtument states that certain stéps need to be taken immediatelyvu
for] rectifying ‘and’ contalning the. injustices of testing._ Until

‘:staQeWide testing and . evaluation ‘program is. fair to all. groups,:;‘ﬁ S i
-and that every: ‘student has had an;equal’ exposurex WQuality school "
"5environments ‘before. evaluation then thére’ should be'a moratorium s

n: Testing“and Studenttykr

ffOffice ‘which will have the lat1tude ‘to’ study empirical questions
Qfof teacher ‘and pupil performance.“ It is most inportant that
’-evaluaLive agencies recognize that’ tests: a-d their ensuing soclal

”5g!3udgments are instruments of racism by: -virtue’ of minority exclusion :

in all phases of test utillzations.‘ doreo er s1nce m1nor1t1es have )

10




N Cas ~llmlted access to the opportunlty (nalnstream) structures of this
' society, muéh less policy making positions, it is obvious that
decisions on ¢riterion variables (job or education) have negllglble
“minority inputs.. Since racism has been an 1ntegral characteristic -
of - the power brokers. in this country, and the testing industry
caters’ to ‘the power brokers; there’is ‘no reason to agsume that
testing has' the best 1nterest of m1nor1t1es at heart.

- 15, Hall,,Hary}_ Dlssemlnatlon and utlllaatWOH of 1arge scale test
.. results: Is anybody out there listening?. And if not, why not?
Paper presented ;at the annual meetlng of the American Educational
. Research ASSOClatlon, San Francisco, April 1976, 11 pages., ED
126! 141., ME $O 83+ HC. $1. 67 o :

The paper reviews pre'1ous rese%rch studie .-and conferences wh1ch
have ' dealt with the question of whethér 1arge~sca1e testing pro~"
grams, are effective. | It is concluded that such programs, defined
as ‘éfforts to determlne the status -of student achievement onh a. _
school, district, stati%;or natlbnal basis, ‘are not.serving the -

informational needs_of the dec1sﬂ0n-mak1ng bodies for whom they -
are designed. Three school& of thought are: discussed concerning
reasons|/ why’ 1arge—sca1e testln'jprograns are not|adequately : Y
. responslve. These.included those:who believe that policymakers. P
do not/wish to make’ dacarbased decisions;, those Wwho belleve the |
fault 11es with ineffective d1ssem1natlon and u‘ilization sub~
”)systemS' and those who- challenge the suitab111t§ of large-scale
‘-testlng programs as curre tly~ operated for serwlng the reallties‘
of educational pollcym king.  After discussing the mature of '
educatlonal pollcymaking he paper’ suggests thqee reasons why - S ,
testing and-assessment programs have fa11ed to make the- de51red I R S
impact. These 1nclude.: (1) ~such programs’ have not adequately '
fdeflned the level at which ‘their target audiences are most 11kely
to make poliecy; (2) such programs ‘seldom ‘have- the capaclty to”
produce information. which® 18\'1ssue" oriented at a time when it
is most mneeded by p011cymakers- and (3) few programs take into
~ account ‘that the pollcymaklng process is’ charaqterlzed by -
: "uncertalnty" and by "competlng value sysrems "

!

Hall Mary. StateW1de assessment of student performance'J’A
comparative surveys:.: Paper presepted at: the annual ‘meeting of
the American’ Educatlonal Researc] ASSOClatlon, Washlngton D. C.,
Apr11 1975., 41 pagesu‘ ED 104 9 8 “MF $0 83.M HC $2 06"

_ - g -
S A survey of 42 stateu1de assessme t programs was conducted to &
©7 ‘determine: (1) The .status of - Stak wide assessment; ‘programs in = ¥

‘the United States when classified By purpose, authorlty, ‘method- ..

_ology, -and scope; (2) Are. there/anv'dlfferenceq within. these ‘

" classifications for progranslwhlch re' aimed. primarily at state—
level decision making as opposed to those designed prlmarlly for
local use; and (3) The prlnarv/types of measurement used by




17.

18.

- This b1bllography lists the SEAR documents by’ State, provides a ehort

A report is presented of the Working Conference\for D1rectors of i

. . ' 4

\ -‘ o ) . C e ) . » T i o .':"“ \
e SN . i . - .

statewide assessment programs:and the strengths and weaknesses of
such models. Data was collected by Tequesting 53 state departments
of education. to send information and publications related to their
statewide.assessment act1v1t1es._ Materials: received were checked -
.against tpo nationvide descriptioms of state assessment and or.
testing. programs issued by Educational Testing Service in.1973,
Some recommendations for future research include: the meed. for g’
immediate research on the. questlon of the most. effective roles, for

stdtewide assessment- programs in 1nf1uenc1ng state or local dec1s~on

: making, research needed onthe procedures and techniquea to widen

't availability of criterion referenced instruments, and research. _
‘studies that will solve some of the methodologicar problems facing
‘,state assessment programs., Lo \\\ u~x “'", . 3543 ’ ‘ mﬁr

\
ﬂawthorne, Phyllis. Annotated b1bllography of the State Educational
AccountabllltzAEARoS1tory. “Revised. Report No. 1. Denver:z .
'Colorado State Department of Education, Cooperative Accountabillty “
ProJect'~dadison' Wisconsin State’ Department of Publir lnstruction, ‘r3r&
Division for Nanagement and Planning Semv1ces. August 1874, 166 jkh~l
pages. ED 0938 655 MF $0. 83. ‘HC $8 69 :

ThlS is. the third. bibllography of the State Educatlonal Accountabillty
.Repository (SEAR) published under the sponsorshlp of the Cooperative _
Accountabillty PrOJeCt admlnlstered by the State of Colorado . SEAR .-

'is a collection of more than 800.State' educatign agency reports and bl
‘articles concerning accountablllty practices and procedures. ‘The -
contents of these reports. fallsunder five major topics'f Sratewide ' ‘
measurement programs, modern: management systems, personnel - evaluatlon,
performance~based school accreditatlon, and accountahllity legislation.

annotation for each dOCument ‘and arranges the*documents aunder. ai
series of toplcal headlngs.; State agency representatives and thelr
‘addressés are 1ncluded on the. page  ir troducing each ‘State's reports" i
these 1nd1v1duals can be contacted fox copies of\avallable documents, T

%*_

Heffernan, James M., A synthes1s of th\\Clearwater\Conference for»
‘Directors of State StudleS of Adult Educition (Clearwvater, Florida,
 January ,26-28, 1976) . Washington, D. C.: | George Washington: Unlv.,“f'
Instltute of Educatlonal Leadership, March 1976 " 18 pages., ED 122
146 MF $O 83 JHC S1. 67 S - e

.'\\‘
ol R

State-Studies of Adult Educatlon held An Clearwater, Florlda from
January 26-28, :1976. “The conference provided ‘a forum for 1ssuesm,rﬁ
,emerglng from State studies, study’ designs: used, strateales for ‘
1mplement1ng recomnendations,vand future: proJectlons ‘and was ;5m’}'
attended. by over 40.people from: throughout. the country, - Main .-
‘issues included (1) advancing' the state of: the art of. adu]t
education needs. _analysis, and (2) pollcv development for ‘adult"

and. llfelong learnlng strategles.’ A br1ef overv1ew descrlbes

1z



'implementation of State ‘'studies’; ‘
’( Final]comments reiterat .The conf

re‘lnc]uded .

inpara, James C. Determining assessment content:-Meeting real e
\needs.‘ Paper presented at the’annual meeting of the American -

'QQ Educational ‘Research: ASSociation, Washington, D. C., April 1975;fl»

";514 pages. 'ED m’a/sea ME so 83. HC$1.67.

'“f cost, political "clout," and relevance”
' ‘ content are discussed'

fl,and nonprofessional educators.g~ ,
R specific outcomes for assessment”is included'

20,
i;afwide Educational Assessment 1973. 60 pages.f ED{'097 376 L ME-
1-$0,83, .HC '$3. 50. Also available from«the Center forlEducational

‘ “}:Asse9sment Educational Testing Service, Princeton, N.J. 08540
Vit’Free.- IR R : e i PR

' ’variance, mean square error 'an efficiency,
-1llustrate some: of ‘the ways ‘'sampling: . Pproce ures ‘can be. used to

nghls paper is a primer on sampling procedures for‘statewidewassess—i~'

‘\

QJaeger, Richard M. A primer bn sampling,for statewide.assessment. o
Princeton,’ N.J.er Educational: Tesfing Service," Center far State--

ment. The careful reader should gain substantial knowledge about

the promises and -pitfalls of sampling: for assessment. ~The primer '

has three ‘basic. objectives. (1) ‘to’ define ‘terms and concepts basic_~@\_~'
to 'sampling’ theory and its applicaLion, including population, SO

’gsampling unit, sampling frame, probability sampling procedures;

‘estimate, population paramete and- estimatbr, estimator bias,\;,ilf_h,
and consistency, (2) to

Hffachieve realistic assessment - objective9° a‘d, (3) to. describe

T tors” that contribute to their resolution.

\a e used, and the fac%‘

issue€s, that arise wher sampling procednres ,
Objectives two and three -

3 nclude discussions of simple random sampl ng,‘stratiftedirandom
‘,~sampling, systematic sampling, cluster sampling, ‘and matrix
~ sampling. The appendix gives an example of, an evaluation of

alternatlve cluster sampling procedures.

-




ol e S \.\Q;xpy,-v g et '/'7z~v. : :
'aeger, R1chard M. . /Some- pqychometric ind1cators for. statewide L S

ssessments.‘ Paper presented at the. annual meeting of. ‘the: Amerlcan L
ducational Research Associatlon, Vashington, D.C.,. _
61 pages.. ‘ED 104 940 $0 83 Hard copy not available from o

,khree new’ 1nd1cators og/psychometrlc,quality for objectives~based g
fstatewide assessments/are proposed These measures prov1de indica-‘~~'”f
}tion of ‘the stability of reporred data on item’ and obJectives f En
mastery, the validity of’ assessment items for members ‘of" various L T
cultural grou s and’ the convergent: validitv of prescribed objectives Ry

mastery scorés. - The. results provided shou]d also have applicatlon e
in situat 6ds other thari statewide assessments. “In particular, th'
‘ 5 hould be applicable whenever the psychometric quality;of Dk

vitate Department of Educatlon.?w‘ chool district testi;gi'm
program guide.; Topeka: ' Kansas: State Department of Education 1971,
ED 066 442.g MF $O 83. o

B \

\

°:”ﬂgrams.~ The four: sections contain. forms to be”complete‘?of current

N esting inventory,‘a form: covering the organizational ‘and’. adminis—“

-trative details ‘ofthe local testing program' an. evaluation form‘

SR ‘ dealing with the’ philos0phy, content strengths and weaLnesses, and’

s data- utilization ‘of the total. testing P2 ogram; and finally, a list

P wlth suggestions for recommendations for, improvement. CA bibliography
’ Jis. included. : : \\ :

“‘1123.‘ Larsen, Edwin P. . Why test?: Thrust for Education Leadershig,"l972,y}e-i'
L), 2126, BIOBA 14T, T T

o | o o
} Follow1ng a careful reevaluatidn of the entire testing program
. by the. students, parents,‘staff and administration it. was” concluded o
“‘that the problems, ‘the unmet. educational ‘needs, ‘of an..urban community .
will: not/diss1pate by doing away - with the state and local testing
programs. R ‘ :
24, Lehrhaupt Arthur. For milli s of children, the united teaching
. ’,]' profession says| '"no"" to statexide testing. . New Jersev’ Educational
e .Association Revisw, 197z 46(4), 24-25, 27, "EJ 077, 171

RV o4

'bk‘ “he author tontends that the New Jersey Commission of Education s
» . policv of statewide testing creates an atmosphere of repression °
Ueen against teachers,.and "curbs imagination and innovation" in children.,'

RO

25. Loret Peter G. Implementing, evaluating, and using a stntewide
assessment program: = Logilstics and contracted services:% - Paper pre- g
qented at the annual meeting of the National Council" on Measurement’f
in Education, Washington, D. C., April 1975 13 pages. ED lll 863.
MF $0.83. - HC. $l 67 : .




& fourth grade read1ng assessment test based on, . f
‘(Instructional,ﬁ“jectives Exchange materials._ ETS producedftest
7books, answe' zneets,' and all requlred ancillary materl s necessary
‘for ‘test dis ution[and administration to:a sample ‘of . 104" schools‘
ipreviously selected on the’ bas1s of geographlc region, district '
4wealth, and’ d1strict ‘size. . nghts,“Wrongs, ‘and. ""Don't: Knom" pupil
. “.scores vere, reported to schools and d1stricts for 25 specific i
wf:_readlng obJectlves and 4 grouped obJectlves (word ‘attack, vocabu

f,lary, comprehension, and a pllcation) Summary statistiCS"for
’schools were(also prepared and distributed A special'Vocabulary

5W‘1 . pex
\;;iof weight frequency d1str1butions prepared ;;A totalfof 4 1%7
{}pupils at 102 schools actually took the test ‘with-299 u“ils

: Large-scale obJective referenced tes;
: ; fPaper presented at_the..
7meeting of ‘the: National Council on: Measur “in’ ‘
fWashingto\\\D Cs ril 1975, 74 s, ]
HC $l 67, (AR s T

Qf=This paper was presented with other papers”in aaforum dealing ‘with
"ystatewide testing programs.g ‘The’ primary purpose: ‘ofithe paper is’
.to. address practical considerations and" methods of resolution;for
,jlarge districts or: states who are. planning on: cond ting large
;Lscale testing or. assessment programs with: criterion or'performance
ujreferenced measures.‘ ' The " first section llStS the;parameters ‘and
., limits within wh1ch ‘these’ programs generally operateu’ These’ limits
.. are” translated into practical problems and decis1on,po nts.
....of resolving the problems .are/~then’ addressed with' emphasis being
f,.’given to: professional ‘and community involvement.~ The paper closes
i with'comments on test’ validity and how it is affected.by these i
|problems and concerns. ‘ T SN :

L0270 National Education Associatlon. "Criteria for evaluating state
ediication accountabilify: systems.m Washington, D.C.: -National
-~ Educational ‘Association. . Paper: presented at the annual meeting of
]‘;the American ‘Educational Research Association,‘Chicago, April 1974,
/15 pages.a_Not available separatelv; included in ED 097 514 entry

i
ey

In addition to some general and basic principles regarding the
'importance of an acceptable accountability system, a number of
specific criteria for evaluating state: accountabllitv programs . is
FEe provided. The stated purposes. of such ‘a system and' the specific
.uses of the resulting data should be clear and concise. Local
control must be retained and participation by students, parents,
and professionals is desirable. Data collected on the effective-
‘ness of the school must reflect the complexities of the educative

\);,
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'l7-g process and proV1de feedback to determine whether program elements
'and conditions are of a caliber. which would make poss1ble ‘high @

"dangers of the misuse of standard17ed achievement tests and comments: :

- Association. -Paper presented at the annual. meeting of ‘the American.

¥
N

™

o . °ccountable for student ach1evenent as it is currentlv measured

used ‘as_the major source Oof’ data. Evaluation must be implemented
- .not only in cognitive areas,’ but in areas in “hich: the goals .are s

. ment and instructional methodology since there is so- little -

‘ rather than clas51fication of =tud°nts.

29,

and priorities, (4) revising! statewm%nimum standards for schools;

'lel

IR E . . ‘ . o ' : o ‘ ’ l k.' - L _;/

u‘ . . . P L PR

‘levels of‘performance by the staff. Emphasis is’ placed on the

‘are made concerning publlcation of test results and comparisons
between 'school district Finally, . the cost. factorsin-terms of
time and personnel of such an actountability system are discussed

National Education Association.' Testimony presented bv the .
National Education Association to the: Panel on Evaluation: of the
Michigan Assessment Program.. Washington, D.C.:. ‘National Education.

Educational Research Association, Chicago, April 1974. .10 pages.
" ED. 092 578. ' Not+ availab/e separately,‘included in- ED 092 576
entry 37,, ‘f,‘*af‘“ *} : - ‘

That teachers should be held accountable for conducting the best
possible 1nstructiona1 processes, not for" guaranteeing learning,_ Sy
."is the view- of the National Education’ ‘Association’ (NEA).g Because fppf»ff
“of. the- 1nadequate nature of tests of’ student achievement ‘the SEPERRAN
d1verse nature of student - populations, and., the various conditions""jp” i

rfecting learning, ‘the NEA: states that teachers .must not ‘be. held\\\\\f,f“

‘The Association believes that. accountab11itv programs should be
based on. mult1ple 1ndexes, and’that test results should never be"

more. difficult. to measure.A The NEA "sees. 1ittle evidence that
state assessment. programs are aimed at: helping ‘the teacher dn i
solving serious’ instructional :problems. Furthermorey . the’ NFA; k
prefers -that greater’ emphas1s be placed on. professional expertise,

judgment, and flexibility of. approach in both' curriculum dev lop-

.definitive. research on the success of performance obJectives in
promoting learning. ‘State ‘assessment must. emphasize diagnosis

Reinstein,,Barry J.oo Public Scho:l perSpectives on the uses of
large—scale testing programs... Paper presented at the annu 41
meeting of the American Educational Research Association, an !
Francisco, April 1976, 12 pages. ED-124 599. MF $0. BB\Q\HC
$1.67. 7\ : ,-‘ o R .

The more c0mmonly c1ted uses of state and local district assess- o
ment prograns are addressed.’ The: implicationq of- seven/érOposed N
-uses of state assessment data. are reviewed! point by point: ‘
"(1) "allocating state grants—in—aid to alleviate weaknesses in,
instructional programs; -(2) designing instructional support
programs for teachers; (3) developing state planning statements

i



f(S) report1ng and maklng recommendatlons to/the leg1slature'
‘(ﬁ) determ1ning if students are" acqulrlng "surV1vaJ level"'skills
or, "minimum competencies ,‘and (7‘ determinlng ‘the’ extent to
; h1chjstudents 4in:a-state have, aLta1ned the~skills,‘knowledge,
'fand att1tudes reflected in the educatlonar goals ‘of ‘that, ‘'state.
»gN?xt, the author comments on some uses/of Large-scale testlng in.
.‘school d1str1cts and ‘some - condltlons/that should. be met 1f 'such .
‘uses'are to be realized. Finally,/several major. obstacleskﬂf,Y;f””
._fflnherent in’ developing measurement Anstruments” and procedures

o dn areas other than reading, language, and math are discussed

S NP RN .

ffSegel DaV1d State testlng and evaluation programs.« Washington,.. :
. D.C.: Office “of Education. (DHEW), 1951.. 39 pages. ED’ 086 721.,. [
v]MF so 83.‘ HC $2. 06.[.< AT \_ Lt

o Th1s report is concerned w1th the state testing and evaluation {ff,‘j
_f programs “which were in: effect dur1ng the ‘yeax 1949-1950‘““Each
rrfprogram account describes the agency which coordinatedithe pro—J‘-"'
" gram;.the nature and. purpose of ‘the program includlng the‘tests.‘%
;administered ‘the . ‘uses- of ‘test. results, and ‘other: pertinent ‘infor—
‘"Qmation, and the publications which were available from‘each state
oA summary of " the purposes for: the‘Texas program is provided in the
"Appendlx to illustrate’ various uses:oflthe results of state—wide S
[*esting.‘ Stakes which had no program are*so'i"dicated S Lt

‘dSelden, Davidf{ Towards statewidefeducationa ‘assessment Paper ”*
fpresented at’.the annual meeting of the American ‘Educationa S ~
Research Association, Chicago, April 1974 3 pages.‘ ED 099 407.;37

fmm $0 83 - HC $1 67

.. fear on'the’ part of adm1nistrators and teachers that'assessmen
 will be used as an instrument, ‘of. evaluation.‘ Asses entﬁpla‘s
it 1mpossible to’ 1dentify individual teachers ot schools Th
-~ the fear that someone .may-be penalized because of a. b e
~1is mot: realistic.‘ Furthermore,,all sc&ool‘systems at present d01 =
jgreat deal of.- testing. It school authorities wanted t o
results as evaluat1ng instruments, they already have plent of , ,
information to go on. The main- problem in.all assessment rograms".,;rprxv
is' that results are ‘expected too ‘quickly.. ‘Emphasis’ should: ‘be on
.;'longltudinal studies and comparison after multiple completions of
_}the testing cycle. ‘ e e T L

:‘Shepard Lorrie. Reportlng the results of statewide%aSSessment."
‘Paper presented. at' the annual meeting of/ the’ American Educational
“Research. Association Washington D C.,lApril 1975 16 pages.
~ED- 109 255. MF $0.83.. HC. $l 67, Ca .

;Reporting the results of statewide assessment looms as a problem
.. as more states pass from the. planninp to- 1mplementation phase in
‘ gtheir assessment’ programs. ‘When - energies are focused on, the : A

17
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tation of old rinclples‘
p,vlprogramstillﬂ'épendgon;ho
1to their varlous audiences

vjreport formats to determine the language.and‘cont T .mo
'Reportiné shoul receive ghe

\Taylor, Bob L Potential uses'of ‘the National 'Assessment:-Model a
't;the state and local levels. Paper presented at“the annualzmeeting"

. ! : used by National‘Assessmentvfor : _ :
‘-,portlng on the citlaenship area is: described and thé potentialw
- uses. of- the model ‘for 'state and: local assessment *ﬁurri"ulum
‘.‘development, and: accountability purposesk, Vi ‘
was . carried out: using papers-and reports from the National Assess«f¥‘“
‘ment. of Educational Progress, Denver office, ‘and state reports on. i
ﬁlauaptations of 'the model for state. assessment needs ‘Adaptations R
' of the model for curriculim development ‘were. 1dengif1ed ‘and, ﬂ :
E finally, adaptations of the model for accountability purposes were;Ff“
l'buggested and discussed Lo RS ERRN oA

Taylor, Bob L.A Use - of the Model at’ the state and local levels.~
‘.. 'Paper presented ‘at the National: Council for Social Studies, San
"Francisco, November 1973 15 pages.‘ ED 088 750 MF $0 83
$l 67 :

‘ The Nationa] Assessment ;a census~like study to collect information
concernlng the educational attainment:of Americans, is being adapted
in many states: w1th .the results of the adaptations being used for
‘decision making by state agenc1es or by teachers and administrators.
The characteristics of the adaptations follow patterns related to"
‘this distinction of: intended user.” From ampng those states ‘which

“have adapted the National Assessment as.a model" for assessment pro~
grams, this -paper discusses. the state-level programs in Maine,‘f

‘;fConnecticut, Texas, and Colorado and the ‘district-level programs‘“
in Nebraska and Maryland Although certain characterlstics denote
-a .good assessment  program, the many. . possible variations open ‘the

;umode] to misuse.f Approprlate use of the natlonal model can: promn:s

18
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‘36

Tronsgard David‘Tk;y,»u

; cussed. . The remainlng sections are devoted to: 'th
and" evaluatlon of: student learnin fthe problem of" appropriate N

National Association of. StatefBoard’“

n78 pages. _ ‘
the National Association ofvState Board
26th Avenue, Suite 215—B ‘Denver': Colorado 8021

a sense,,a primer in matters relating to learning, testing;lni"”
ment, and evaluation.‘ Presented are’ s‘me “phi: s’phica i
politlcal cons1derations in. statew1de’ ducational evaluation. ,
Learning ‘is ‘defined’ and the’ ‘types. and'levels offlearnlng re dis— S
thelmeasuiement i

educational criteria, some.. suggestions for reportin he" outcomes‘
of: evaluating stident learnlng,?and some: rules of  thumb: which

'state_school board members might employ" to assist ‘them. 1n ‘the f',y.,,

evaluation of  student’ learning resultlng from currlcula under
“their purview. The appendlxes contain a directorv of . key state

‘educational evaluation personnel and contractlng agencies used . L
by state education departments for matters relatlng to- assessment. 2

: .
ln/

,19'.




Wlse,iHelen. Statement bv Dr. Helen W1Se,1
symp051um, Statewide educational: assessmentff

ED 092 576

Olpages..

hes

f¥ edom to,exercise'professional judgment:

of Education, l973,w ; .
87, 35, Also available :from Cooperative Accountabilit ( ‘
Colorado Department of Educatlon, 1362 Lincoln Street Denver, ;.t fg-;;3
Colorado 80203 : : . : ‘ S e

Educatlon has»becomé one’ of Amerlcan s’ biggest 1ndustries.~ As“a”
\ f‘result,‘the public .wants ‘some- evidence concerning the quality of Gami U,
‘f'fthe educational, program.FkThis booklet : 3 i
the role of assessment as’an important

: schools. It describes what' assessment s, prov1des an overview;uiﬁ

‘,of assessment, and tells how to. plan rand develop tasks in an-
assessment program. Several state assessment prpgrams are also
descrlbed ‘and a checklist for evaluating*an assessment program L a
is prov1ded : R : P
/ ‘ \ | ) ;

. *Womer5 Frank B., & Lehman Irv1n J l973 Assessmenz/wnmkshOps.\uf

‘Final report;~'August.l973; 59 pages., ED 107 7lO<7 H? 50. 83.

HC $3 50 " " - ER g; . A

\ Three 3~ dav assessment workshops were held in~Boulder,melorado
\from Jurie 19—29 ‘for persomnel in the assessment field&:from state
departménts of education. Seventv—six particlpants frwm 35 states,

. ‘; V‘ ' /
0
5 . . ra
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Introduction _"‘- - N .

.The Educational Resource° information Center,,better known as-ERIC, is a
‘federallv sponsoréd system for prov1d1ng ready atcess to the educatlonal

literature that appears in Journals, has iimited dissemination, nr~is not

°

torma’ly published. o . e

~~‘ Resources in “Education (RIE) 1s the monthly abstract Journal of the ERIC

a

system.. It consists of resumes of. educatlon~related documents and 1ndexes

to these resumes.' RIE. covers the broad field ‘of education in all its aSpects,
announcing. tlmely report literature and recently completed research results
‘to make possxble the early identlflcatlon and acquisition of documents of

'1nterest to the educational community The ourrent Index to Journals infﬁ

;Education (CIJE) is the most complete guide to major educational periodical /rt"
‘11terature. Detalled 1ndexing for articles in approx1mateiy 700 education :

1and educatlon-related Journals is provided through CILJE.

< This annotated b1bliography is based on a search of documents announced
Min RIE ‘and Journal™ articles'rndexed—rn CLJE- ~‘x‘:ach~~m—:f:'ereneze 1s»con€esned—with-n«”_____

a statewide program of educatlonal assessment or testlag.

For each entry in the b1bllography the follow1ng information is presented'_
rpersonal or corporate author, title,- place of publicatlon, publisher, date of
.publlcatlon number “of pages, ERIC document’ (ED) number, and price of the docu—;'
' ment .as. avallable from the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). The
1notatlon MF stands for microfiche; HC, for paper copy For each entry there.x
*1s an abstract. Enrries are listed alphabetically by state,.and by type of
Drooram and author Withln each state. Please note that journal articles

(those items with an EJ number) are not aVallable from EDRS. However,_mostf

+0f these 7ournals are readlly avallablemln llbraries.

: " The subject index llsts each major terw used to 1ndex a document or
»article. (A maJor term reflects ths prlmary top1c ox focus. ) The numbers.in-w
the subject index refer to the entry number.; N — T
For your convenlence,kan order form for the ERIC Document Reproductlon s
Serv1ce (EDRS) 1s 1ncluded : However ERIC m1crof1che collectlons are avallable 'p
at approx1mately 650 locations throughout the country Most of these collections
tare open to the public. If you are unable to locate a microfiche COllELtiOn ;!

Ln your areaﬁ ‘you may write to ERIC/TM for a llsting. e
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ALA?KA

l.‘ﬁMoore, Vivian R., & Senungetdk Joseph E. Statewide community participa-

tion in needs assessment. Paper presented at the annual mééting of the .-~

©,.". American Educational Résearch Assoc1ation, Chicago, April '1974. 15 pages.
= ED 093 984. MF $0.83. "HC $1.67. ' :

_The Alaska Educational Program for Intercultural Communlcation is’ devel--
.. ing ‘a. method of needs assessment which is unique to the-state, poss1bly

to. the nation. The staff,is comprlsed of highly creative and intercul-

turally sentient people,. all uncredentialed in evaluation. Their task “_;_

has been ‘to develop structures' which  foster. communication where it has not
AT previously occurred, between white school teachers and. administrators,:zﬂf_;
.2~ ‘and Native parents and board mémbers.  As educational ‘needs have been

L v :~identitied working relationships have been built so'that constructive

‘.'action toward resolution of problems bcgins with the needs assessment.n‘13

CALIFORNIA—~ASSESSMENT PROGRAM ~ oo

‘ w,Z:j Californla State Department of “Education. - Studentbachievement‘inmcalifornia‘
" schools: 1974-75 annual” report.- Sacramento: California State. Department :
o of Education, 1975. 72 pages. ED 124 592 HF $0 83., HC $3 50 -

; During the 1974~ 75 school year, all second and third grade pupils 1n o
, California were tested in readlng achlevement, ‘and’ all pupils in grades
¢ . 6 and. 12 were tested in the basic skills of reading, written expression,~‘
-\. ~: - and mathematics. The Reading Test: Second and Third Grades was the. An= .o
- : strument*nsed—tomassess~readtng~achievemeﬂt¢~itmwas~develeped~speei£iea%$ “T*
oo ' for use in California..  Reading achievement in the primary grades  continued -
_to surpass publishers norms, by a small margin. Pupils in ‘grade .6 ware - -
administered a new. test constructed as part of .the revised- California =
Assessment Program:  the. survey of- Bas1c Skills: Grade 6. - All areas"
‘tested. showed incrases, however scores were still slightly below natlonal
~ averages. The Survey of Basic Skills: Grade 12 was also. used for. the R
- first time. Scores contlnuEd on a downward trend and are: not well below ol
publisher s tiorms. Since both sixth and twelfth grade tests lacked norms, ‘
"a special. study determined how students would have -done ‘on’ the tests ‘pre— uT
.V1ously used, Test results ave described in terms “of“the" average: percentage
. "of questions answered correctly for -the areas of readlng, wrltten expres—x
‘i ~\sion, and mathematics -and for separate skill ‘areas within each! area.‘ Illus-
v/trative test questlons are given. Authorlties rev1ewed the results and
commented ‘on the meaning of the results for ‘California: instructional pro~»
7 grams Conc-us1ons and recommendatlons are glven for each grade level
"ﬁl~ and content area.: L L e e e s ,~Hj1gm,;‘rf“«*’
,ﬂ3 Law Alexander I.‘ Major changes in the California State Assessment Pro=.
o gram.’ Paper presented at- the annual’ meet1ng ‘of ‘the American. Educational e
‘ <Research Association, Chlcago Aprll 1974 ,8_pages., ED 093 961 MF $0 83
HC‘$l 67 R L S

Accordlng to a. new law, state testlng in’ Callfornla should be d1rected
toward broad program evaluation rather than the dlagnostir assessment of
: ; S e i :
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individual students which should be the responsibility of each local
district. The data from the state testing program is used primarily

. for public information and to facilitate decision making at the state

level. TFour basic types. of decisions are identified as needs assessment,
funding decisions, funding exemplary programs, and program evaluation.
The new legislation allows Caldifornia to develop. its own tests that can

“be made 'more relevant to California's needs thadn commercially available
" tests. -- Considerable effort, therefore, has "been devoted to the spec1fi-

_cation of objectives that the test should assess. The steps involved in

‘the process of test development are outlined.. School means are the lowest

level of . analyses and multiple regression analysis was ‘hosen to calculate
expected scores from socio~economic and other background information. A

...number of. developmental research proJects will be conducted as the’ program o

is implemented.

" 'Shepard, Lorrie. Development of the California Entry Level Test: Construct

validity of the subtests. 1974, -lB‘pages;'-ED‘llO 520. MF $0 83. HC $1. 67.\{?

A

-This studj examined the construct validity of the’ subtests An. the California
”Entry Level Test (ELT). The ELT.is administered to every first: grade pupil :

- in California as part of the California Assessment Program and . is'used as .
: a bageline measure of. the prereading skills of beginning first graders.,

The discriminant validity of the. subtests was demonstla*ed by a fact analy- o
sis of item scores - from 3,010 pupils (a one per cent random sample’ oﬁ all. -
first graders tested). :A principal. components analysis, followed by vari-

max rotation, yielded a factor structure analogous: to the test structurec_*'uw
Items from each of the five subtests loaded only on their own factor except -
for a few: language deveiopment items which- ‘had secondary loadings with

other factors. Multitrait-multimethod™ CoTrre Latiom fiatrices were used to'

'determine the‘agreement of ELT subtests with corresponding subtests in four-'

popular. readiness tests. Findings were mixed: Subtests had convergent

" validity with other measures of the same construct, but only the subtest
. with:-the greatest variance had- discriminant validity consistently. ‘

¢

= CALIFORNTA-~TESTING PROGRAM

7*5;

'California State Department of Education, Office of Program Evaluation.
. California. State Testing Program 1970~ l71:  Profiles. of school -district

' HC $31 47, SR _ ~ N
. iThe faCtOfS (variables) examined in the California State Testing Program :‘” X
- were divided ‘into two groups’ for the analyses. (1) the 11 fndicators of -

C school quality in terms of the, products of the educational: system, reierred
' -to as output factors (e.g., pupil scores ‘on- achievement tests);-and’ (2)

“¥°class size, tax._ rates, ‘and teachers' salaries) Complete descriptions of
_these factots. are given in Part I of this report.' ‘Part I1. of this. report

performance. *'Sacramento: California State Depar*ment of. Education,,;‘
Office of Program Evaluation, 1972. 596 pages.’ 'ED 092 574 MF $l 16.

o

‘the 22 indicators of school quality i terms of the characteristics of
school districts, referred to as input factors (e g., assessed valuation,

presents statewide testing data and other factors for l970—7l for each ‘;“

f
»,]‘

~
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'school district in California. This detailed .information makes it possible :
T . to compare the data for one school district with those of all other districts el
.~  or with sets of districts having similar characteristics. :Based on the - o
. analysis of various relationships, equations were developed which were
used to obtain predicted test scores for each school district. The ‘degree-
" to which the actual ‘scores of each disctrict exceeded or fell short of the_-,
predicted scores is presented ' » -

NN

e 6. California State Department of Education Office of Program Evaluation. -
) California State Testing Program 1970 71: Profiles.of-school district

-~ performance. Technical supplement. ‘Sacramento: California State Depart-
I - ment of -Education, O0ffice of Program Evaluatlon, 1973. vSl;pages.- ED 092
soonee o0 575, MFL $0 83. HC $3 50. - SR R LR

'fAchievement test scores and measures of d1strict -and pupil characteristlcs
weére analyzed for all California school districts. - Achievement. test scores’
. - were found to be highly: correlated among each ‘other. . The best slngke pre-x?
" dictor of achievement scores was a measure of family poverty. Scholastic .
: aptitude Scords were not used ds- predictors., Regression equations ﬁhich .
‘were developed to predict dchievement scores on ‘the basds of district \
-+~ characteristics. accounted for: about nalf of the variance in’ ach1evement
- scores among d1str1cts. ‘ .

7. California Stato Department of Education Office of Program Evaluation." N

Y Ca11forn1a State Testing Program 1971-72 znd 1972-73: Profiles of school /‘
dlStrlCt ‘performance. . Sacramento:  California State Department of Educa— |
tion, Office of Program Evaluatlon, 1974 570 pages.‘”ED 092 573.a MF $l 0 .
HC $30 13. . . ‘/ ‘ 76'

" Presented. are findings ‘from California's ?tate TestingrProgram—for~197l—72
and 1972-73. The factors (variables)'examined were divided into two groupg:i
output factors, indlcators of school quality such as scores on achievement/
tests; and input factors, éactors describipg the characteristics of school;
‘districts such as class, size, tax tate, etc, Part I of the ‘report provideF
a narrative’ descriptiontof the factors examihed. and 1is- followed by a.statis- p
tical summary of the data gathered. State averages against which school -
districts may compare their scores are given. Test scores: for. previous fi
"years are also, 11sted Part II of this report provides a- district profilF

- = for each of the school districts- in.the: State . and includes ‘all the factors

”’.described in Part T, Tentative 1ndications of the’ quality of the educa= [ - .
‘tional program. 1n each school district may be gained by ‘comparing daLa‘f e
from each district W1th data from other distr1cts in. the State.‘yj”~.mr

. . . . "") .

ﬂ,Hoffman, Glenn W A county superlntendent s:view of the. California statevl“

iTesting Program. Thrust for Education Leadership, 1972 l (6), 19- -20.
EJ 064 146 B : o K

[

o

. ;The purposes of this paper are to (1) con51der the sta, gﬁtesting programiﬂ'
i from -the county point of‘ view, (2). relate the testing‘program to other
‘;state requlred programs, and (3) make some suggestions for the future. i

Aruitoxt provia



coLORADo\

Barlow ‘Bruce M. & Tlmiraos, Carmen R. Colorado Adult Needs Assessment .
Final techulcal regort Denver: Colorado State Board for Communlty Colleges :

',and Occupatlonal Education; Colorado State Department of Educatlon, Divi-

“sion of Adult Education, October "1975. 312 pages. ED 120 243. MF $0.83.
HC $16. 73\\ - : -

’

Three dlfferent surveys were collected to gather ‘data about adult occupa-

‘"tional, educatlonal, and related needs; agency services available to adults; o

and' the" busrnessnan s requirements and perceptions about adult needs. The
thrust was.to) gather data to help 1dent1fy educational needs and attitudes
of adults, age\sixteen and older, not enrolled in a formal educational
'program. Data\collectlon took place from August to" October, 1974, for the
Citizen's survey and-from October to December, 1974, for the Employer and
the Agencies mail-out surveys. ‘Data was gathered across the -thirteen '
'Plannlng and Management District Areas. The Citizen's survey resulted in -

-’S 337 usable personal interviews. Equal number of households were assigned

to each ‘Planning and Management district with a balanced representationn
from -both rural and urban areas. Thé Employer s survey included employers

o with as few as. four employees as well as those employing 500 people: or more.
- The return rate for this survey was 33 percent out of 1,500 employers in

_the agencies that- prov1de all types of services to adults, i.e., health,
;legal, and employment services; two and four year colleges; ‘etc. with a,
response rate of 39.6 percent out of 978 agencies identified. This full

- /technical report descr1bes the surve}s in detall as well as methodology
/ and results. ' J ‘ N . ’ ) Py

Barlow, Bruce M., & Timiraos, Carmen R. Colorado Adult Needs "Assessment

summary report. Denver: Colorado State Board .for Community Colleges and .
‘Occupatlonal Education; Colorado State Departmenf of Education; Division—
. of Adult Educatlon -August l975.~ 30 pages. ED 120 244. MF $0. 83

HC $2 06.

‘In summation of the three surveys which comprised the total Adult Needs )

"4Assessment four basic oeneralities describe the adult—learnlng situation

in Colorado. (1) The people recognlze and’ apprec1ate adult’ learning as

a necessary and. des1rable means - toward 1mproving their lives. Their view
toward education is serious and mature. - (2) The public agencies are .
“making an aggress1ve ‘effort to serve their. const1tuenc1ec but - are frustrated v
by an inablllty to ‘meet their own ex1st1ng obJectlves. There*1s-an~urgent

~need for' ‘steady funding to ‘enable the attainment of ' those ob3ect1ves and ‘;;~

T to permlt operational eff1c1enc1es through reduction. of 1nter—agency

‘.referral traffic. (3) The employer communlty recognized a need for adult

‘programs in:their localities -and while it is- reluctant to provide- monetary

1‘.support to-fulfill those needs, it would consider providing anc1llary sup—7‘

“port to the. right klnd of ‘programs. Employers in: general recognize and.

: :f“acknowledge the benefit to themselves ‘accruing from: employee part1c1patlon
’,351n adult programs. (4)-Opinions of past’ learn1ng programs are positive:
v both in.terms 'of attitudes toward ‘those ‘experiences and in- ‘an expressed’

:des1re ‘for future partlclpation. “Adult Educatlon PrOgrams have Enabled
‘people to achleve diplomas and- continue to. .improve themselves by partlcx—w

‘sﬁpatlng in“other more, advanced programs. Clearly these act1v1t1es must. be G
'?contlnued ; :

,{
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~11. -Colorado State Department of Education. The Colorado evaluation project
- {(Common Status Measures). Prougréss report. Denver: Colorado State
“Department of Educatlon, June 1970 45 pages. 'ED 079 383. MF $0.83.
HC'$2.06. - L T ‘ ' -

The-Colorado Evaluation ProJect was funded to field test the Common
Status Measures concurrently with Colorado's ‘pilot program in assess-
ment and evaluation. The primary purpose is to determine Colorado's
educational needs, and the secondary purpose is to test procedures- for
or other . states.’ These act1v1ties have been completed. (1) developing,
‘ . test items, (2) building test forms; (3) drawing a sample. of pupils;
% " (4) hiring. and training test proctors, (5) administering tests; and (6)
e v keypunchlng data. A description of these activities, resultant products,
and problems encountered is provided. - Some 12, 000 tests were administered
.o _to a random sample of students in-31 districts across Colorado. The Com-
' mon Status Measures were ‘administered to 1,030 fourth- and eleventh- .
graders in Colorado. Tests in &ix subJect areas were g1Ven to determlne
‘whether certa1n curricular obJectives are being met.

lZ;l.Helper, John. Materials and‘procedures-forrassessing;learnér'needs in - .
~~ Colorado. Technical report. Denver: Colorado.State Department of ‘Educa- o
tion, Division of Elementary and Secondary Education, April 1973. ,4thages, o
. ED 079 407. MF- $0 83._ HC . $2 06 T . ST

7The Colorado Learner Needs Assessment (CLX¥4) is descrlbed““with operatlonal

~-models for sampllng, computer analysis and reporting.v The rationale of ,
the program is discussed, followed by its" specifications (scope,‘reporting
poss1b11ities, precision and data format), development (meetings, letters,
preliminary tryout, sampling and analysis plans, field work plans, admini—"f

"efration,“scoringwand.analys¢s,_andﬂmallinglresultsl4“§nd uses.

CONNECTICUT .

’13. Deal, Richard E., et al. Comnecticut career guldance assessment 1974f
. Philadelphla " Institute for the Study of Inquiring Systems, ‘December
1974 376 pages. ED 106 450. 'MF $0. 83 HC $20 75. v

L ‘ ' The study reports the results of a survey of 2, 292 13 year olds and 2; 173 ,
L= 017 year olds,-in. Connectlcut, us1ng a criterion-referenced assessment in~ .
: .- ‘strument designed to test 15 content domains - (job satisfaction‘ occupat:onal‘,
-levels, - fields, and - emphasis, occupational ‘trends; - occupational levedis: =nd
. education; leisure time; job spec1allzatlon/satisfaction, self awarssms:szyg
‘life experiences and career choice; school subJect”areaS°'abi11t1es T .
- .interests;. steps in career planning, satisractlon from work; trainxng pnp—'
grams; act1v1t1es related to careersj and. reiationshlp among. uccupafional
: ,'hlevel, agademic abillty, and 1nterests) De ailed. tabulation’ and dlscu551on ‘
Wi of results is presented in three sections: (A) highlights, 1nc1udrjg @ e
RE O ig;'dlscussron -of ' the 1mp11cations of the results, (2) base line€,: includlngm,l“
<ﬁ'comparlsons between -various- groups w1th1n ‘the! populatlon and- an. .examination
“of the .data for causes of high or ‘low scores, with"a view to’ the future™ |
;3use of these results as base—llne data"and (3) content domain analysis,-,;

Aruitoxt provia
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presenting, comparing, and discussing the responses in each area. Append—
ed materials include: the Connecticut Guidance Objectives; definltlons .

. of terms used; the measurable obJectives used in the development ‘of" the -
g criterion-referenced test items; the assessment instruments, together with
T instructions and selected correspondence; and basic test response.data.

v R
DELAWARE
14, Handrick Fannle A. Delaware Educational Assessment Program§l974-75
. - Report of the spring 1975 testing program. Dover: Delaware State Depart-
= ' mont of Public Imstruction, Division of Research Planning, and Evaluation,:f
‘ - November 975 37 pages.' ED 118 608. MF. $0 83. HC $2 06 '

A deucription of the 1974 75 Delaware Educational Assessment Program and”
~d 'summary of the data gathered and analyzed-as part’ of; the program are ..
provided. The report is divided into two major sections.. the first
part -provides a'description of the program-including purposes,‘data
_;gcollected, instrumentatiori, and .reports prepared. -The second ‘part of - ‘ :
.. ~the report summarizes the data that were gathered and analyzed S State-="' o o
" wide data on pupils are presented as are the’ reSults of some- preliminary '
. analyses of the relationships. found- between student achievement and s
‘ selected school and community resources.f o : e
‘“IS Magoon, A J., et al Cr1t1que of the Delaware educationaI assessment'
Paper presented -at the annual meeting of the
- ; “American Educaticnal Research Association, Chicago, April 1974. 9 pages. ‘
i S ED 095 656. MF $O 83 HC $1. 67 : :

; /. The Delaware Educational Assessment Program acc0untab111ty model is
T - based on the performance assessment procedure initially described by :
T Dyer, which utilizes background information of- ‘students to estimate . ‘ N
‘ educational outcomes. ‘The dlfference between “the. esLimate and the actual S
 outcome is defined. as a ''meed” in' this application. ‘This accountablllty o
model, whlch ‘has® been applied in the. state of Delaware, has serious short—"J‘ :
. comings in its underlying assumptions and. definftions. ..Survey dara col—
"~ lected from teachers (N—112) and "lay’ .persons’ (N=102) indicate that there g
is little-consensus about what. the accountabllity“model should'. bezdoing, A
although more than-9 ‘out" ‘of lO teacher respondents ‘would moty 1rcmractice,_1ﬂ~'”\
" endorse: its prescriptions- for resource: ‘allocatioms. - Several suggestion9 »
- v are: offered for the: model S reconstruction and 1ts interpretatimnkto teach--
L ers’ and lay :persons. . o ool lﬁ_ i i A »{.;‘5 Sl

"thise, W1lmer E., et al :Summary r;port; 1974 Delaware Educatlnnal Assess—
" “ment Program._ Dover: Delaware State Depar tment of Public Instrnctﬂon,,<~”
'.fJanuary 1975. 16 pages., ED 104 945 MF SO 83 HC $l 67. Lo o

o

r_;ThlS report contains a br1ef summary of the statew1de f1ndings nf the':f; .
1974 Delaware Educational Assessment Program (DEAP) --A.number -of reporth
o rand publlcatlons, prepared by ‘the Department of PUbllC Instruction,fprovide
_1deta11ed analyses of the data. The ‘body of- thlsxreport gives -a.:short: descrip
- +tion of- the ﬁrogram, some comparlsons of: the perﬁormance ‘of: Delaware;student

h‘to the performance of a national norm1ng sample, ‘an analy81s of- thosF tasks




f’{; or objectives that Delaware students have mastered and those ‘on which
% performance was less than' satisfactory and a very brief list of the .
; p‘_lmplications of the data for Delaware.r:- : . %

R
=
: ".«fFLORIDA e N
= . . L : ,\\ - _ ' ;
. Beard, Jacob G. & Convey, John J ‘A state-wide assessment of student -
4/ opinions about their school. Paper presentad at the annual meeting.of .
" ... the National Council on Measurement in Education, Chicago, April 1974.;-

18 pages. ED 090 267. MF $0. 83 HC $l 67

Thls paper describes the proceaures used 1n, and the results of, a state-
wide assessment’ of e1ghth~grade puplls ‘opinions toward’ thelr schools.f';,-
A Student Opinion and Attitude Poll ‘was installed aS‘a'regular component
';?of the Florida State~Wide: Eighth -Grade Testing Program.' Results-deal:
*with student attitudes and opinions’ about: strictness ‘and: dequacy of
" rules, part1cipation in decision—making, ‘amount of freedom ‘they per—;
e ceive,vfrequency and seriousness’ of certain prob]ems, feelings about
‘ndifferent ‘teaching methods, and perce1ved adequacy of ‘the" instructioaj
on current problems. In addition to, providing information on- how
o Florida- students view their.schools, ‘the report. should be" of\general
"v'interest as ‘an exten51ve implementatlon of affective measurement in a.
state testing program. L : ; s ‘ ;

Colorado State Department of Educatlon, Cooperative Accountabillty P

Prcject. - ‘Operatingan objective-referenced. testing;program'“ Florida s
~‘approach ‘to.large-scale’ assessment. Denver. Colorado State. Department ’

of.iEducation, Cooperative Accountabiiity Project, 1975._ 57 ‘pages. . ED
120 213, MF. $0.83. HC $3.50. ~“Also available as Renort Ng.’ 28 from .
' SEAR, Wisconsin Department of Public Instructlon, 126 Langdon St., :
‘Madison, Wis. 53702.‘ Free, : : -

. v N
The pros and cons of using behavioral obJectives, the merits of narm-—
r=ferenc:d versus obgective-referenced tests, and’ the virtues of: ‘sEm—
+iing ve:sus census testing are familiar- top1cs in evalnaticn literature.
Far less common ' 1s practical information. on. how to implement objective= :
r=ferenced testing, particularly the: large—scale testing reguired for .
sratewide testing. programs. “This monograph aims: to ttiaﬁly £i11. the
rmmtirable -gapand’ begin to: provide pract1cal guidanc/jinuthe .area of
“rjective- referenced test1ng “The’ chapters do ot con ] aspe ‘;of'
==sting since much 1nformation As’ aVailable on; standardizeﬁ,testing.']j .
Horeopver, whether a large—scale test1ng program uses: anrobjective—*or a . .
:mmmrxeferenced test, testing procedures automatically become standardized

,,,,,,
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~students planning to attend out-of-state- institutions. . The“findings revealed
A;that approximately 85%.0f" the seniors- had aspirations to. attend college.WJq'

" %The; number of seniors planning to ‘attend state univer51t1es in. Florida not
_only ‘exceeded the capacity. of: the-state instit”tions to accept;enter1ng"~

‘;frame of reference for Florida's educational system: and the constraints
within whicn the program operates.

,An 8—item survey 1nstrument .Plans. Beyond High School, was adminlstered :

" wide TwelFth Grade Testing Program, a battery consisting of academic
. ability and_achievement tests ig English, soc1al stud1es, natural sciencesy .
+ - and mathematlcs. .The survey instrument was prlmarily desigued to collect & =

" -.the obJectives ‘of the stateW1de survey, an item—by—item diScussion of ‘the’

flarge as. the number planning to attend out—of—state unive151ties.t About
. 35% of the seniers planning ‘to . study at out—-of-state unmmexsities ‘and- 23/
“of those plannlng to. study in-Florida ranked in- the, highe=t: quintile o

- - e e

Program.  The 1974- 75 Request foruProposalsv\RFP) in Appemﬁix B describes.
in detail the entire 1974-75 testing program, while a history provides a

Florida State Board of Regents. Plans bevond high school ‘A'regortiofh_

-a-statewide survey of Florida high school seniors, fall 1968. Talahassee:
"Florida State Board of Regents, October 1969 58 pages. ED 033 673.-

MF $0. 83 HC $3 50.

to over 80,000 high school seniors in 1968 as part of the Florida State-

~

data about. the intended post~high school plans .of the seniors that would:
be useful to higher education planners.in Florida. This. report presents

students' responses, and a comparison of the test. performances of studentslﬂg
planning to attend colleges and universities in Floridz with- those of S

freshmen 1n.the following year ‘but-was alumost two:.:and: one half times.as’

the test battery. Follo%—up research is. needed to- idenzEEy the- character~'j‘“

" istics.of students who -as high school seniors plan to a—==nd collegemhnc

~abandon thefr plans after graduation.

“GEORGIA-—ASSESS’S:NT PROGRAM' . e | SRR PR

i ;.20. '

, :Hard copy noc twamailable ffom EDRS

‘Geornia Sta.e D&@artment of Education, Office of Imstrur =
'Needs Asseszmiizt Package. Atlanta. Genrgia State: ZEJe of Educzation,

27 SbrVLc_s.

.Georgia s Neess Assessment Package, whlch has m:ny sam W=
ra procedure g ch helps to 1dent1fy shmrt—rangexand Jlome: Lon
~neéds.: Thizmmrocedure, utlllzes commuu_ty partrzlpatiom'wzzchubroadens he ‘

Office of Imstructional. Services, 197&. 65 pages. ED" ZE7 655, MF Sﬂ 83-

»’rms, includes

,1decision-ma::ng ‘base ‘and: servesto legztimatizetactualcdenxs1ons._,.“
~"lizes "the oxmions: of professionnl educators,: ‘regardlessumf: theix ro n
‘-,'also utiliznr student oplnions.; Data—gather*ng:and stunﬂmg activities:

I
N

;LIsIIY D,, & Schabackei\ V ‘“‘am H. ﬁgndhmﬁrks—ntllizetlon
guide /for Gaorgia statewide: test: scores, Atlan:s GEﬂrgia,State’Eeparﬁ»

smentof: de:ation,vDiv1S1on ‘of ‘Program and’ Staff Devedopment., Ocnmner
’1975,“ﬁ113 pages ED 117 183 : MF‘SO -83.-HC: 36 B .
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Benchmarks ‘is intended as an aid to.the proper use of Gaorgia Statewide.
- Testing Program scores. It provides .information about the program and the

tests; reading-and understandlng the various- reports, understanding what

" the scores meam; and applylng test results for™ theplmprovement of learning

opportunltles for Georgia children and youth. It/ 1s organized into nine .

. sections, each providing answers to these questlons. {1) .What are the

objectives of the Georgia Statewise.Testing Program7‘ (2) Who is tested?

- What tests are used? What do the tests test? (%) What ®cores are reported?

‘:p_vlcepprogram be comducted?; and - (9) How mav s
- testing? . Test scores seem oty
.haps, ‘this*is due either to mlsunderstanding,of testing termlnology or
-tora.lack of knowledge eF what the socres méan. “In this guide special -
*attention has:.been paid-ro communlcatlng in,a s1mple, straight-forward

' manner by usinmg words common to most - educaturs and’ by maklng liberal use«
. of samples, examples ‘and. 1llustrat10ns. /] S -

e

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

HAWAII\

: Uhat do ‘the scores mean? What are some uses of the scores? What are

somé limitations of the scores?; (4) What reports ‘are provided for-use:

L at] various lewvels? What do the reports look 1lik e? How may the reports

be ‘read and uaaerstoodV; (5) Bow may the test fesults be assessed and dAn~"

vnterpreted?' (8) What may be done to improve st dents”’ leann1ng°' (7) How -

may scores be released to the general public?y/ (8) How may':a local iuser- :
éudents ‘be pr=pared for : '
to be misus d or not used-at:all. Per~

Hutcheson, Larry D., & Schabacker, kllliam H. Utilization quide for

_.* Georgia Statewide Testirng Program test scores.. 1974. -84 pages--;ED5109“m
©166. (MF $0.83. HC S4.670 T // e S

anch year all’ Georgla chlldren and youth in the fourth, elgh_n and elev-

enth grades are tested; the Iowa Tests/of ‘Basic Skllls are used in the
fourth and eighth grades, the Tests of Aczdemic’ Progress in ‘the:.eleventh
grade. Test scores which provide .a; wealth of 1nformation may be. used

:.as a taol for the teacher, princ1pal/ curriculum spec1a11st or: other schoal
staff to diagnose areas where improvement may be/ needed. - Following - thig

diagnosis, prescriptions, for: 1mprovement E=ay beldeveloped and .zpplied.
This guide is :intehded.as an-aid to the proper use of. Georgla EtatewiZs
Testing Program szores. It prov1des 1nformation about the program:aod

. the tests; reading and: undezst“nding the various reports; undsrstanding

I
what the scores: wms=an; and.= "pp?vrpo test results for the. 1mprovezent of
learning opportumities for Georgia chlldren **** and youth. ‘Test :scores seem
often to be misus=d or not:-used;at all. Perhaps,'thls is. dueugither to

'ym1sunderstand1ng of testing termlnology or toj a; ‘lack of knowl.&,e of what:

the scores:ean. In this: gulde Spec1al attentlon has; been: paid:: to coms=.

_fmunlcating i a simple, straight-forward marner - by uslng wWords:. common to
“most.educatc and by maklng llberal use offsamples, examples and 1llustra—
tions. o ‘ ,

ff;Hawali State Department of Educatlon Of 1ce of Instructlou:l EZ=rvices.
’?xpSummary reporf-oF statewide testlng,program 1971-1972. - EvaEfumtion
“‘report-no. 81. Homolulu: Hawaii State/ Department of Educa::nn, Office
“of Instructlnnal Serv1ces, 1972 60 pages.’ ED 081 839 MEE50.83. He o

‘$3 50 / /
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Hawaii's testing program for 1971-72 is desdribed;ﬁand test results are
provided. Folloying an introduction and a glossary of - technical termi-
nology, narrativajsummarles ‘of all the tests administered are provided..
These tests are: [California Test of Mental Waturlty, California Achieve-
.ment Test~~Read1né SCAT; STEP——Readlng, Mathematies,' Wr‘tlng, Science,
‘Sorial Studies, and Llstenlng, ‘and Differential Aptitude’ Test. In'each
‘narrative, the following information is given: ‘purpose of the test, popu—
lation taking the test, daté of the test administration, and a summary of

results. Appendices prov1de speclflc results for each test and state and
natlonal norms.

ILLINOIS \

I

'24. I1llinois Un1ver51ty, Center for Instructlonal Research and,Curriculum-
Evaluation. -~ 1973-74 I1linois Statewide Aptitude High: ‘School Testing
... Pprogram statewide noxms: Academic aptitude-social . studies-science-
“s ' English-mathematics—functional reports. Urbana: TIllinois Univ.,
Center for Instructional Research and Curriculum Evaluatlon, 1973,
5 pages. "ED 079 424 MF $0 83 : HC $l 67

! P : S N
T o The batttrv uf -the Illlnois Statewide High SChOol Iesting Program is C
T ' designed to provide measures fundamental to testing at the jumior level.
Tests will yield nine scores: verbal reasoning, grammar, usage, English"
- total, natural-science,-social" StudleS, problem solving, mathematlca.~
reasonlng, and mathematics total. Testing ‘will be: adminlstered in t&e
‘students’ respective schools by their own teachers within a period of”
190. to. 210 winutes. Results Wlll be sent to- the students.

25. Morrison, Mszx. lowa assessment report in mathematics, 1975-76 sciocol -
--yoar. Des Moines: -JTowa State Department of Public Instruction, Divi~
_ sion:of Eizuming, Research, and Evaluation, 1¢76. 16 pages. ED 125894.
v MF $0.83. Hard copy available from the State of Iowa, Department of
” _Public Imstruction, Grimes State Office Buildxng, Des M01nes, Iowa 50319.
Free while,supply lasts. ' L , = ,
Y . IR S _ya,. .
- \The Iowa. Assessment Program used crlterion-referenced tests developed
‘ for use with students in grades 5 and ‘8. Earticipatlon by 1ocal school
&distrchs was on a voluntary basis’ L~sts of 'minimal. objectlves ‘Were
- dewvslopes after reviewing textbooks and objectives 1dentified by the
Narionzl #assessment of Educatlonal Progress.: Tbese obJectives were™
reviewad. by~ mathematLCs tcachers, and from: tham 58 were. selected for
the beginwming . flfth—grade deswel and 62/for ‘the ‘beginning éighth—grade
level. Four items ere writren for each objective; - This “document’ presents:
the lists:wof ObJeCthES and mercent of studentsftested who disp ayed“mastery
.of .each objectlve o _ LD : I
e . o :
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KEYTUCKY

' Fran fore: Kentucky State Department of Education, August 1970 190‘pages. S

-11-

Kentucky State Department of Education. Kentucky Educational Needs :
ﬂssessment ‘Study phase I. I. Final Report, 1I. State and. reglonal profiles.

<.ED 111 854 MF. $O 83. HC $10.03.

The Kentucky state plan for the collection/of data concerning the cognitive,
~affective and psychomotor needs of school” children is ‘discussed. = The plan. -
entails: (1) identification of the -needs of learners to be served, (2) ,
‘determination of the cr1tica11ty of the learner needs, that are identified
by applying judgmental values; (3) establlshment of performance goals fof
~the alleviation of critical needs’and demelopment of ‘programs. to meet: '
' these cr1t1cal needs, and” (4) appliﬂation of measures of " accountability :
based upon performance goals, to the: progress ‘of suck programs In-this .

wontext, the Needs Assessment Study is but the first:step toward compre~ly‘
hensive -plannd - Thig- report synthesizes and displays ‘the findings of N
a year spant in. set Cing-the stage, creating® an-awaremess -of the: need for'ir’
the effort, establishing an appropriate orvanizatiomal fzamework, and
imclfmenting a state—W1de study of 1earner needs.‘» I

Kentucky State Department of Education Division of’Evaluation. Kentucki
‘Bducational Assessment Program 1974: Grade 4, Erankfort Kentucky State
Department of Education, Division of Evaluation, 1974 194 pages.a ED°
111 855 MF $O 83 HC $10 03. IR . ~f;:ﬂ

“The Kentucky Educational Assessment Program is an amgoinc effort to gather L
information, regardlng progress toward attainment of - the- educational goals -
for Kentucky citizens. Major emphasis is on .the determination of -the. actual
“level of pupil performance in relation to desirea.performancé/, In the
fourth grade, relevant 1nformation was gathered in three:goal areas: - (1)‘gﬁ
General Education, (2) ‘Human Relationships, and (3) Physical and Mental :
Well Being. Recognizing that information atta1ned~through a: statewide L
.assessment program should be utilized for decision-making to. improve : G
educatioﬁ“I*prugramS‘*nbjectives, and. .goals, ‘this- assessmeut procedure }bf. e
-was-developed to be valid-at three levels. _local district, Educational: e
Development District "(EDD), and statewide. Regional and statewide assess- E

' ment data are reported.

Kentucky State Department of Education, DlViSlon of Evaluation., Kencuckz
“Educational Assessment Program 1974:  Grade 8B.. Frankforc: ‘Kentucky' . State "
‘Department of Education, Div181on of Evaluation, 1974 210 pages, ED_‘ ;Q
lll 856 MF $0 83 3 HC $11 37 R Vi Sl
Lo — . 4, Nt
The Kentucky Educatlon Assessment Program is an’ ongolng effort to gather e
nformation regarding progress toward attalnment of the. educational goalsglg
“for.: Kentucky citizens. -Major empha31s is on’ theﬂnesired,performance.; In
.the' eighth grade, ‘relevant’ information-was: gatherad in five'goal: areas.,,i
General Eoucatlon, Human Relatlonships, Citizenshnp,,?hysical and Mental
Well Being, -and’ Occupatlonal Competence.\ Recognizing ‘that! information e
attained through a statew1de assessment. program 'should be utilized for
decision—maklng to 1mprove educational programs, nojectives, and goals,




Ce12-

this .assessment: procedure was developed to be valid at_three levels.- local
" _dlstrict Educational Development.District (EDD), and stateW1oe. Regional .
'T‘and statew1de assessment data are reported - S

29, Kentucky State Department of Education, D1V1510n of Evaluation. Kentuckg
“- 0 Educational ASsessment Program 1974: Grade 11. Frankfort: Kentucky State
‘Department of Education, Division-of Evaluatlon, 1974. 203 pages. ED 111

857. MF.$0.83. HC $11 37. ‘ : , LT -

The Kentucky Educatlonal Assessment Program is an ongoing effort to gather
information regarding progress toward.attainment of the educational goals v
for Kentucky citizens. Major emphasis is on the determination of the actual
level of pupil performance in.relation to desired performance. . In the
TR ';ieleventh grade, relevant information was gathered in four goal areas: @)
S . Gemeral Education, (2) Human Relationshlps, (3) Citizenship,”and (4) Physi- _
;o .7 . cal and Mental Well Being. Recognizing that information attained through\ A
. a statewide assessment program should be ‘utilized: for decision~making to.. .
. ‘improve educational - programs,. objectives, and goals, this assessment pro— e
cedure was developed to be valid at’ three levels: -local district) ‘Educar
, ‘tional Development District (EDD), and statewide. Regional and statewide”“"vU
SR assessment ‘data-are reported P S e e T e

i 30.“Van”Fieet ‘Donald“; Kentuckszducational Assessment Program.:. Three year -
0 . summary. Paper presented-dt the annual- meeting of- the Amerlcan Educational
© -l Research Association, Chicago, April 1974 25 pages.f ED 093 917. »Mfag v
S0, 83 - HC $1.67. it

o oo el e .'v . ~:~ ‘\\‘
! . <

The process of assessing 1earner needs in Kentucky developed within a ”ﬁ
B planned framework of tasks to be: accomplished sequentially in- a ‘time: frame
Ty 7 vdirected toward an ultimate goal of comprehensive planning. One-hundred -

% . specific needs categorized under ﬁDfprlority general needs of the state's

“'\ .

 learners were identified through survey resulting ‘in txe development of
learner: performance ObJeCCIVeS for grades-4, 7, and 11.. : Behavioral expec~ )ﬁ
‘tations are listed for each. grade.  Tests were then- selected for assessing
‘ learner mneeds in mathematics;’ readlng, and physical education.‘ The. assess-[:
. ment- program was systematically broadened to. include more districts. in the
L*sample and will eventually assess progress toWard the achieVement of all"
. ~the goals of education concerning ‘the - cognitive, affective, and psychomotor
- needs-of Kentucky school children, which have been specified, published,
“and- d1stributed statewide. ‘Need areas are appealing after the-fourth =
“”grade in certein reading and attltude areas.k'w;m,. e :

'ALGUISIANA

\

,Louisian State Department of Educatlon DlViSlon of Instructional Services'*
Louisiana ‘career education objectives, What should they be? Bulletin mo.
1409. ' Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Department of Education, Division. of :

?Instructlonal\Services, September 1974 52 pages.‘ ED 120 583'ﬁ:MF $O 83.
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" that a common core of ideas be promoted in order to. assess ‘the. statewide
' ‘progress of the programs. The bulletin presents goals and objectives for
f;career and. occupational uevelopment for ages 9, .13, and 17 based on: the
- national assessment program for\these three age levels. Career and ge-
.. - cupational development objectives do not belong to a: Spec1f1c disc1pline
v Abut rhclude preparation for. maklng career.- décisions, improving career and’ .
~ occupational capabilities, ‘possesSing skills generally useful in the worldf;fl
©of Worﬁ‘ practlcing effective work habits, and having. p031t1ve work attl—“ :
7 tudes. Speciflc ‘'vocational skills have been purposely: omitted from- these foi
objectives. Each objective for career. and occupational development is Ce
:llsted in detail for each age:level, with check points”on" student: achieve—;
~ment.at three critical periods in school ‘careers: age’ 9, ‘repre entlng
students at ‘or mear’ ‘the end of primary school training; age 13 represe
- ~students at ‘or near the end of elementary scheol tralnlng, and age 17,
f['representlng students who will soon be flnishlng hlgh school tralning.“

MARXLAND A L - . ;:

lv32 Automation Industrles, Inc., Vitro Labs Divis1on. "Educationalin
o i*assessment study' for Maryland. ‘Questionnaire with eight versions of the.
N deQgraphlc variables section. :Silver. Spring, Md.,: Automatioﬁ*Industries,
- “Inc., Vitro.Labs Division, October 1973. " 19 pages. ED 086 744
S avallable separately, 1ncluded in. ED 086 720, entry733f”}. i

- The selr-admlnistered questlonnalre is de81gned for the collect‘on of
" ‘information on publlc percepticns of ‘the 1mportance of the educational
;. goals established by ‘the ‘Maryland . State Department of Eddcatloni(MSDE)
- "Also. included in:the questlonnalre are items' onthe percelved extent
. of goal attainment, school proresses, issues, and ‘the most urgent needs
R of public education..there are 149 core items .which are answared by all
‘;.prespondent groups——students, school staff, control staff, parents,v?“**A
"boards of-éducation, the general public, bus1ness ‘and industry, elected
~and. appointed offic1als, MSDE staff,  and postsecondary educators. Edu- '
cators are asked an addltlonal 42 questlons on educatlonal program needs.u‘f
Specific: demographic data is collected separately for various reSpondent o
groups resulting in:eight versions of the questionnalre.m See ED 086 720
(1tem 33) for, related‘document.' v : e :

1334 HershkoW1tz Martln. A study to validate goals é&r Dublic education and

i“;'jyto ‘assess educational meeds in the state of Maryland. "Silver Spring, Md
" Automation" ‘Industries, Inc., Vitro Labs. D1V1s1on, October 1972;

;pr 086 720.§ MF $0 83 HC $11 37 i o D

":&

stages
of the standardlzed achlevement testlng program 1n each 0

ﬂﬂaryl nd's local




”q'were asked questions ‘on goals, processes, and issues, while educators were,

:7‘A0countability Program report,  school year:1973— 1974 Baltimore.« Maryland

;e neport contains:information about: the implementation\of;the Maryland

ducation agencles 1n order to derive a statewide achievement 'score for _the
verage student. Over- 11,000 reSpondents from ten groups~~studcnts, school
% aff;" central staff ‘parents,’ boards of’ education, general public, business/
‘ ,dustry, elected and app01nted offi01als, state: department staff and

i:ipostsecondary educators—awere involved in the. °tudy.. -The respondent groups

’f asked additional ‘questions on educational program needs. See. ED 086 744
(item 32) for the questionnaire used 1n the study.ﬁj-v'

7@?Maryland State Department of Education, & Westat Research Inc. Magyland

fiVState Department of ‘Educationj: Rockville, Md.'§ Westat Research Inc.,.x
©.January:1975. 597 pages.' ED. 118:637. 'MF $1.16.~ Hard c'py not available
?tjfrom EDRD.]”r,_ E :’4 ~v”“,“; N Lo

: ‘This inltial report required by the Maryland Educational Accountability-
SeAe kprovides ‘descriptive informationf public,offieials and. ‘the generall_
. lic abeut Waryland pub11c schools.‘ “th “reader :

d :far"the objectives of ' the. Maryland State" Department of Education, ‘th
ﬁﬂ‘instructional goals and :zigctives in: reading, writing, and mathematics.

reed upon,/at. the s*ate level'~the 3oals and objectivesvﬁ'_

‘_"sc'hool with: grades 3 5 7 and 9
>‘to assess ability.‘ Results showed in genera‘”

Mpslncy; January 1976
“available from_EDRS

‘l‘general public ab0ut Maxyland's public schools. It
‘required ‘by.‘'th \Maryland Educational Accountabilit} Act.

This second‘

‘ Accountability Program-on the state and“local school; system. levels-—};’ﬁ
.present achievement and: future plans, demographlc data for: the state," loc'l-
~.»school" systems,\and schools,;assessment data -on- ability and achievement
‘]“summarized ‘at’ the state and School system’ levels and ™ assessment data;on
. 'ability’ and ‘achievement for: each Maryland publlL school withQG ades' 3,5,
.7, and' 9. Iowa Tests of Ba31c Skillsrwere used- to..assess achievemen
meCognitivé Ability Tests were used to assess: ability._ Results showedwthat
'Maryland's average’ performance on most" of the achievement areas ‘was slightl
‘below the rational "average; however,’ Maryland s average performance in the ,
“‘ability area showed a progressive increase through the grades. TR ‘nw_.:




o ffhighlights ’%aryland Accountablllty Program, school vear 197331974 :
-~ 'Baltimore: Maryland State: Department of Education;, Rockville, ‘Md., Westat ‘
o Research Incyy January 1975 ‘ 185 pages 'ED 118 635, MF- $0 83. HC $lO 03.,,”

37,
‘,,Maryland handbook on 'the accountability assessment program.:’ Durham, N.C.:s"

- programs. MAAP stipulates that a yearly report be submitted by. the

38.

" ability effort of goa formulatlon ‘and ‘educational assessme
1 local school system,.and individual school levels. "In this
’greader will find descriptive 1nformatlon about:. .the nature‘
-tional. accountabillty effort thus far, ‘the’ instructional ‘goals and objec—if
“tives in reading, writing, and- mathematics ‘that have been- ag”
* the " state levelj;: demographic data for the’ state and. local sc
and. assessment data on” ability and achievement summarized at ‘the: ‘gtate and
' local school system levels. Iowa Tests of Basic Skills were: used to asseSS'

V January 1974 69 pages.' ED 109 182 MF $0. 83. HC $3 50.

,;fArtlcle 77, Sectlon 28a,. 0rvthe Annotated Code of the Laws of Maryland '
. commonly called the Maryland Educational Accountability Program' (MAAP), c_“i
‘was passed-in—1972-by-the Maryland General . Assembly. ‘This’ act should’ insure”

‘for accurate“analysis of cost of instructional: programs, and (3) provide

“achievement in relationship to established obJectives,‘the development e
" of programs by each school for’ meeting its own needs, and fhe establish—‘~w

 This handbook was developed to help ‘ensure that MAAP responsbllities at l'

1974). Durham, N.C.: Research Tr1angle,Inst1tute, Center for Educational

HC$3.S0. - . o
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1

Haryland State Depantment of Educatlon, & Westat Research Inc. Summaryf7'h“”

ThlS 1n1t1al step in establlshlng a program of educationa] accountablllty .
prov1des descr1pt1ve information to pulic officials “and- the general public‘}'
about Maryland public schools. ‘The report presents ‘the ove all account—iﬁ g
t on the state
summary, ‘the
£ the” edtca—"’

eed upon at-
ool Systems,

,achievement, and Cognitive Abillty Tests: ‘were used to assess ability.,,g ‘
Results showed Maryland s average performance in most of. the.achievement i
skill areas was s11ghtly below the national average; however, Maryland'
average: performance in the ability area showed a progressive increase v
through the grades. : - '

Research Tr1angle Inst1tute, Center for Educational Research and Evaluation.-‘”

Research . Triangle' Institute, Center for Educational Research ‘and: Evaluation,fi

when properly implemented,: that educational programs; (1)~ lead to the-
attainment of established educational objectives, (2) provide information

lnformation for ‘the analysis of the- differential effectlveness of 1nstruc—‘
tional. programs, Compliance w1th the MAAP includes the ‘establishment- ‘of
goals and ob3ect1ves in, "but not limited to;. reading, writing, ‘and’ mathe—
matics at all levels—-state, school system, and ind1v1dual 'school.. ‘The -

i_act requires _a schodl by : school survey of the current status of student

ment. of evaluation procedures for. determining the effectiveness of these
state. superintendent of schools to. the . ‘governor. and state leg1slature.
all levels are understood clearly and carrled out effectlvely.H, o

Research Trlangle Institute, Center for Educational Research and Evaluation.f
Maryland handbook .on the accountabllity assessment program (revised December'}

Research and Evaluatlon, December 1974 57 pages.. ED'118 636. MF $0 83

\
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];Ihis handbook 1s developed as’ a part of Maryland s accountability program f7
~‘and is intended to assure the required uniformity in' test administraton f»'
‘fprocedures, seturlty of test materials, and other- matters with the aim of "
establishing an accountability assessment system which is- fair to studentsﬁﬁ
_‘staff, schools, and 'school systems. Spec1al attention is. given to. such o
- ‘concerns as preparation for testing, conditions for test 1dentif1cation,'. .
~.5potential pitfalls, and rGSponSlbllities of vaxlous etaff members.» This = =

ffhandbook replaces the 1974 edition. : L

- MASSACHUSETTS——ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

Massachusetts State Department of Education._ Massachusetts ‘application "
- of national- ‘assessment items:in citizenship and sc1ence.,'Bostonr,MassaéV
.chusetts State’ Department of Education, February 1972. ﬁfpages.f”EDf075f5fx
'vf490 MF $o 83. HC $1 67.'wm IR &
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'“7’The 1972 ‘assessment activities in the Massachusetts schools concentratedf e
on thé areas of citizenship and: science, utiliz1ng two ‘'seventh” grade_u-;.‘:
,samples of 10,000 students_ each, W1th each. group completing only one i twll
" assessment form. The’ ‘testing program utilized National: Assessment Items -
“for age 13, as well as a few 'items from the Measurement Research Center‘y‘fﬁ

' to replace 1tems not released by National Assessment for the objective e
.being measured. The following procedures were carried out,1 (l) two

‘ four—page pamplecs, one for Citizenship and one: for Science, were prepared
.listing the objectives uséd. by National Assessment in ‘these’ curriculum areas,

-.(2) a ratlng scale: to. indicate. prioritf’of objectives was:, prepared and ‘sent’
- to.each of ‘the’ 57 schools used ‘in''the. ample population, rating categorieS"
applied by each ‘school to each objective ‘weret (2) objective with highest

. priority;" (b objective of importance requiring extensive evaluation, (c)

"ﬁj_objective important, ‘but’ not requiring extensive evaluation' €d) objective
-;not of. 1mportance, omiasioq will have Io.. effect, and (e) objectivebnot‘fw,

*‘applicable to.this school system.’ Objective results of thlhassessmentgjf‘

. 'were not available for” 1nclusion. Attachment ‘A to the: report provides,ﬁr,

' samples’ of ‘the Citizenship ‘and Science Objectives, and Attachment B is
. a . summary. of ‘the ratings of all Science Objectives and identifies the
‘ number of. 1tems to be used in measuring each objective. : :

v.ﬁMas achusetts Qrate Department of Education.’ ssachusetts Fourth Grade
Testing Program 1971. .Boston: Massachusetts Stata Department. of- Education,,
“April 19/l. 4 pages. ED 075 489, MF $0 83. ‘HC $l 67. ' .

: ‘The testing of every fourth—grade classroom in Massachusetts was carried
" .out in an effort to answer the following questions. (L What are the‘y‘*
Hjlevels of ‘mastery- of basic skills in ‘Massachusetts: fourth grades9 ‘Are
. there differeunces in achievement between skills" (2) What' educational
, ‘néeds can be 1nferred for Massachusetts students, hased ‘on ‘basic’ skills
testing?; (3) Do. testing data.reveal the influence 6f Federal programs?;
(4) Does the product of education vary: according to' available resources——f
] financial outlay, profess1onal support, materials”iand (5) Are there
‘regional variations in abilities and ach1evement° Aptitude and’ achievement‘
- 'data were obtained for 324 -school systems, 1488 schools, and 85,382 fourth~~

;“grade children. The test instruments used were the Comptehensive Tests
- PO z.,pe ' ) .

e . L . L REE
: E : g S e

FJ‘f .3453ii’




.:, B P T SEE e U

. of Ba51c Sk*lls and the" Sholt Form Test of Academlc Ap‘ltude publléhed by
CTB/McGraw—Hlll Three diffferent reports of the tes ndata were supplied
G, to all school systems. .Thel test data showed . that t ‘e state as. a ?hOle S

'<etceeded the natlonal norms; the mean ”obtained” séores were significantly

“higher -than the ant1c1pate ' scores in all area measured by the [tests of . -
basic skills. ' Highest" scor@s ‘were in readlng cgmprehension. and the lowest: ‘

“in arithmetic: =~ From the test results, it was Afoncluded that. Masséchusetts

- fourth graders are slightl higher than the: ational norms in alH areas

- measured. Correlatlons between the subtest/total mean scores by school -

- .are- stat1st1cally s1gn1f1¢ant and very high. Schools that dld well on

" one 'subtest generally dld well ‘on all suptests. A survey of schdol su-
‘per1ntendents showed thét 98% used the/test data,

MICHIGAN Y S S ". .
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L,41, Donovan, David L //et a. Ind1v1dual student and classroom reports.

' ';.Explanatory‘materlals, 1973 74/ Michigap Educatlonal Assessment Ppro-

© gram second report. Lansing:. Michigan State Department of Edutation,
‘Research, Evaluation, and Assessment Serv1ces, 1973. 31 pages.; ED 120

217, MF $0.83: KC $2.06, < | C e

/

i

For the flr 't t1me, thelechlgan Eduvatlonal Assessment Program emphasizes .
vprov1d1ng classroom teachers with; extensive information about the performance
of. s\udents on selected performance obJectlves thdt are testedfin the ' pro-
gram. - This “guide was prepared to help eiucators-lnterpret thefinformatlon
provided for 1nd1v1dual students and forpclassroom groups. This booklet: &
‘ , contains four sectlons ‘The flrst section describes. the. tests used in the_
. \ 1973-74 educatlonal assessment program. The second section de cribes’ and
o 1llustrates the various report forms- that are used to: present nd1v1dua1
student and, ‘classroom. data. " The .third sectlon contains: aids in. 1nterpret1ng
the 1nformatlon conta1ned in the reports. The final sevtlon contalns
' cautlons that should be exercised in the interpretatlon of . 1ndpvidua1
vstudent "and classroom reports._ The selected ‘performance obJectlves measured
by the obJectlve—referenced mathematlcs ~and readlng tests are glven in ;y~‘g~
Appendlx A of thls report. R ‘ - ) L l , ".xi S

42. Donovan,‘Dav1d et al Obqectlves and procedures The first report of"
“the 1972-73 Michigan Educational Assessment Program. Lansing:‘»Michiganf 0z
.~ .. State Department of Education, October 1972. 36 pages, ED 073 139. MF s
0 $0.83. HC §2,06. . L S ~.y»% N
The obJectlves of the chhlgan Educatlonal Assessment Program ﬁor 1972-73
are: (1) to provide ‘state officials ‘and citizens with 1nformatﬂon which
ny . contributes to an understandlng of the educational needs of the state's
Ll n '”"jschool children and to .the analys1s of . the ecducational: system S response‘
) ‘ to these needs; (2) to provide citizens and educators with. information
'regardlng the publlc school dpstrlcts and - schools, the chlldrenﬂs needs,
and the district's responses to these needs; (3) to provide school d1str1cts'
with basic information, rcgarding students to help students, parents,»and
educators assess their progre S and (4) to ‘provide citizens with 1nfor—:w
G mation regardlng the progress of Lhe chh1gan educational s‘atem\as a whole
v ! T ' s \
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nd the progress of its school dlStrlctS and schools over ‘a period of years.y
The' methodology to be used in accomplishing these objectives is an. educa~wl
'aftlonal management system, known as the: accountab111ty model ;wh1ch has six
;wbas1c components (1) 1dent1f1catlon of common. goals, (2) establishment‘ﬁ
U of performance obJectives, (3) assessment of needs, (4). analy81s of. delivery ‘
’7systems, (5). e"aluatJon,Aand (6) recommendation for improwement.. Procedural
issues concern: who will® conduct the program, who_ Wlll be 1ncluded in the
wU‘program, .which" fourth and seventh graders will be g1ven ‘the assessment battery
L,fhow long it will take o adminlster the battery (word relatlonships, reading,
‘;v;mechanics of wrltten Engllsh mathematics, ‘and: composite achievement),
‘fﬁ‘steps be1ng taken to assure scme degree of‘standardizatlon in administration‘

Don van, Dav1d L.,‘et al School and d1strict reports

,;gma'erials. ‘The "third ‘report of .the 1973-74 Mlchigan Rducational Assess=

*fment Program. Lansing ~Michigan State” Department of- Educatlon, Research
~W_;Evaluatlon, -and Assessment SerVJces, October 1973i5?. age ] 0
;MF $0. 83 HC 42 06. — S o

;”Thls explanatory report was prepared to aSS1st‘educators 1n the interpreta-
tion of .the-local and school dlstrict -summary reports prov1ded by ‘the. 1973-
—74 Mlchlgan Educatlonal Assessment Program.” Information concerning*the

:j'report. :
o ment measures used in the 1973~ 74 program.‘ The second contains ai
,:1nterpref1ng the. info tion conta1ned in the reports and include
~of the forms used to :mg

‘“:pretation of" the school'a d- school d1str1ct reports :
Geak llstlng of the mathem tigs and reading performance obJectives f‘rfgrades‘
““fourland seven assessed.'n 'e”1973 =74 rogramﬂ ‘Appendix B: containstthe E
" norm tables necessary foq 1nterpret1ng ﬁhe human ;and - financ1al resource :
fftinformatiov ‘at .the school and’ distn ct” evels'@wAppendlx“C‘contai s: the

,";rdefinitl ns f the educational assessment measures. PR : : ‘

B £ ‘ L . L ,_c/. o . :

~Educational Testing Serv1ce.‘ Technical report" The flfth report of the

‘3111971—72 Michigan Educational Assessment Program, Princeton, N J.. EIS;__;‘
fFNovember 1972.k 68 pages.m ED- 104 966 $0 83. HC $3 50.,~ o e T

" The. l97l 72 M1ch1gan Educatlonal Assessment Program (MEAP) provided infor—'f
. mation on 22 measures of students and schools. Whlle ‘some of ‘the data were
. gathéred in. routine'Michigan. Department of. Education reports, mean’. socio—‘g
-+ economic.'status (SES) for each school’ ‘and student performance data were "
7‘1gathered in a special endeavor during ‘January ‘1972, . The SES was’ estimated‘
- from information gathered in" a questionnalre prepared by school principals.f
7_ﬁStudents receiving regular classroom ‘instruction in- grades 4" and 7 vere, ‘
.. ~tested using a basic skills. battery thereby. providing student performance
_i"-data.  The battery consisted of four tests: Word Relationshlps, Reading,;ouw
,:,Mechanics of Written Engllsh, and Mathematics. ‘For each of the four tests R
" at each grade - level, the raw score dlstributlon was’ trans;ormed into a
_‘standard score distribution with a mean of 50 and -a standard deviation of .
10: A maJorlty -of. the achlevement tests were somewhat d1ff1cult for students




¥

;19;;;~"

i»atﬁboth grade levels ‘ However, the ramge of difflculty among items‘f
.';appears to be well represented. The tests. possess acceptable to excellent
"ability to dlscrlmlnate between good and poor studean.' ,{, A :

£33

bffEducatlonal Testlng Serv1ce.. Iechnical report The fiFth report of the‘}
0 1972=73 Michigan ‘Educational Assessment Program. - Princeton N Jor ETS L
gMarch 1974 82 pages.x ED. 104 967 MF $O 83 HC $4 67.,1:

'onal Assessment Program (MEAP)fprovided in:;
tudents and schools.‘ While ‘some-

!The 1972—73 Michigan Educgd

'*formation on 22- measures~

; ",the estimates for the four tests and the composite scoreS‘are? _
L high for: ‘that purpose. - None of ‘the. tests was ‘unduly” speeoed. A majority 5

‘of the fourth grade achievement tests were somewhat difficult for students

o ats grade 4 and a maJority of the: _seventh grade ‘tests were. gf somewhat»

‘”}5than average d1ff1culty for seventh graders.‘ The tests conta1n 1tems‘

'.'low—scoring students.

f446.ﬁgF1sher, Thomas H.,,et al. 0b1ectivesﬁand éfegedufés- The f1rst report
" of the 1973-74 Michigan 1=‘ducat3.onal ‘ASsessment: Program.V‘ £

) Eahsiﬁﬁ:,'Miéhigé
-State’ ‘Department of Education, Research Evaluatlon, ‘and Assessment Service“
bfAuguSL 1973 41 pages. ED 120 219 i MF SO 83 ‘“C $2. 06.s :

-_Th1s first repeft 1n the Michlgan Educational Assess ent Program (MEAP)
1973<74 ‘series presents the- objectives of “the: program ‘and.’ 1ndicates in
k‘detail some spec1f1c procedural. questions relevant]t this ‘year's assess
‘ment.\. A revolutlonary change in“this’ year 's! program is the switch from’
; normative tests‘to obJectlve—referenced tests-in’ reading and mathematics.
"The present: tésts" measure 23 performance obJectlves dn reading “and’ 35
,‘”performance ObJECtlveS in mathematics at the fourth grade level, " The'
. seventh grade tests measure 23 reading and 45 mathematics obJectlves.a :
;Appendix A contains ‘a llst of the obJectives Wthh are measured by the
tests, “Procedural" questlons, primarily relatlng to: program changes, deal 3f
with toplcs ‘such as measures used in the: program, word relationshlps tests,
" how tésts will be administered and shipped ‘what students are to be . .
st tested which results will bea reported the status ;of; the. student attitude
‘“Q,test and so forth., A 11st of selected progiam publications is appended
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t;fQT.J'Flshe'/lThomas H.,'et al. School and d1str1ht reports. Explanatory materi—

o :'als. The third. report of the 1974-75- Mlchlgan ‘Educationdl Assessment Pro—i'-s

u[;gram.ifLan31ng “Michigan State Department of Education, Research Evaluatlon3k
G oo w0 and 'Asses sment Services, October 1974 41 pages. ED-120. 22 ‘ MF $0 830 ‘
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plTnls explanatory report was prepared to assist educators in thc lnf-t“ '“
- pretation of the local district and school: summary reports - pruvllud hy the
01974-75 M1ch1gan .Educational AssessmenL Program.' Information’ cun‘.:nluv

~the’ Lnterpretatlon of student and- classroom reports was . prov[dcd fina

: tseparace report.. The first sectlon of this report describes thee ‘dnll'
,'_assessmenl ‘measures. used in the 1974 75 program. 1he second sectliun ¢ “ﬁ
" ‘tains aids:for 1nterpret1ng the 1nformatlon contalnec in thn reports. and
.- includes’ facs1m111es of the forms used to report assessment rcqultﬂ o

"Jflocal school d1str1cts.‘ The final section contains cautions that th”ld
. be exercised in the interpretation of the school and sahool distelct e
"vports.; Appendlx A conta1ns a listing of the: mathematics and- read ing perTy
‘formance objectlves for| grades four. and .seven assessed. in the 1974=75 (o
v - program; Appendlx B conta1ns the def1n1tlons of the eduLatLonal d*""““m““

fmeasuxes. R ‘ s , :

Iull ll

‘g:House, Ernest, et al An”asseSSment“of'the:Michigan Ac countnbLLLEZ,Ji”'pm"‘
'3March 1974 ‘ 32 pages., 'ED. 091 821 MF $O 83.v HC $2 Ob.'

cutlou;“' L
~nd. uPPllluhﬂ'
-1‘0 Lh(’ )
th&)i )

v Accountablllty currently is an’ 1mportant concept throughout edu

. ~+Michigan has assumed. leadersh1p among thie states.in explorlng

F accountabillty procedures. 1lhe purpose of th1s report is tg. LXle

.. quality and implications of that leadersh1p.‘ Specifically, the o

. purpose’is to assess the Michigan ACCountabllltr'System with resp=cl’ t“
. .the educatlonal soundness and utility for Michigan and’ ‘with Mnrufhnl‘r
._’empnas1s on the assessment component. The repor* descrlbgs rhe . utvm

~and offers recommendatlons for 1mprovement

,/,

VHUYSer, Rohﬂrt J., et al. EducaLlonal/assessment. The Ifchii‘n—E“J?inr«h4‘m
- Paper: presented ‘at ‘the annual meeting/of the American EdchtLOﬂdlw“'gr ek
‘Association, WashlngtOn, D: c., April/1975 20 pageS-: ED 109 232

B $0.83.  HC $1.67.

s contributlon to thv,

‘;The Mlchlgan Educatlonal Assessment Program and it “The

- improvement of educatlon in:the. state are desc1bed in. this rcport.‘
~.program provides' Jocal ‘and state educatlonal dec1s10n—maxcr5 ‘with.ne
flnformatlon on, human and f1nanc1al resources and StLdent attalnmenthoﬂstnt
of- performance obJectlves thought to be necesSarY for SCUdLnts iﬁ‘tizic areis’
fThe eddcational assessment prov1des data uscgul in dete raiﬂ‘ﬂb ?pttrooms ,
of academic need in the basic skills for indlvidual students, c~d3: Program
'schools, ‘and” the ent1re state. The Mlchlgan Educat onal AJ»eSS—ijl Lrvicesﬁ
is being. improved ‘and “expanded 'to prov1de evon/betfe"‘iq O'u‘f_o;ebtznq of
to the state's educational system in the’ fuluru-ﬂ More C“'? ::-»111 be
,'all learnlng ‘areas- w111 ‘be ‘done .in. future yullN anu the Pffh ““&hc ultimate'f
‘expanded I to in¢lude grades one, four,/seven teon, ‘and Twelves :
goal®of | ,the Michigan Educational Assessment Progras

s 'a 1613 assu ‘e tnat .{

'»all Mlchlgan Puplls/ﬁall atta1n in- the basic ‘5‘1155( : N :
' “ / 4 ‘ ;’s:c:uétabiliﬁ?‘Pf°géamm
Kearne& C. Phlllpu et al. 'In defense of Nl‘h(“:: o PN R
‘dPhl Delta Kappan,/1974,.56 (1), 14-19. 'El nu"*'
: ‘ . . / r.i‘“.;ﬂ-g HBouse, ?.i\'er-s,.,“
A reSponse to crltlclsm of Mlchioan s prosl‘"‘"\ g 13 wffsred. (See
and Stufflebeam published in the.June Phi ““"' Fiff 5 '

Ro_lrems 48 and/54 for related documents )

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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i{;Mehrens, W1111am.“ﬂechn1cal report: The fifth report of the 1973 74 :
,MichigAn Educational Asgessment’ Program. Lans1ng “Michigan State Depart-‘~
- ““ment-of Educatlon,.R search Evaluatlon, Land’ Assessment Services’ 1975.rf'“

63 pages., .ED 120 218 MF $0 83 HC $3 50 R : ,

. The 1973 74 Mlchlgan Educatlonal Assessment Program (MEAP) provided 1n~*ﬂ e
formation on twenty-two separate measures of interest to’ educators.. The‘-g
‘,'fprogram provides for measures of (1) word relatlonships, (2) mathematics, g
‘u,(3) readlng and: (4) attit des (optional) “In- contrast ‘to, past programs,‘;~
. the mathematics and: read1n “instruménts.are obJective—referenced . Each .-
i.test contains ‘items ‘that me sure a set of minimal’ performance obJectiv s
”jCommlttees of Mlchigan educa ors.. ass:sted ‘inthe: development and. review
.....of both the objectives and the .items. Because of the representativeness‘
. of the coptent doma1n, the te ts,'1n'general, can be: Judged ‘to have good
'a.‘content va11d1ty However, 't ere'are 1nd1V1dual ‘cases ‘of unclea ‘ bJeﬁw~?
. tivesg or test’ 1tems which need to be 1mproved “The: readlng and mathemarics
Ctest in: the1r ent1rety are" rellable tests for group decisian—makingak How- ‘
:  every for certa1n objectives, the . measured rellablllty ‘of zhe five” ssoci—
o ated zast items is such that caution should be.used: bﬁ:ore:making decisions*
ebaut a2n 1nd1v1dual's attainment of ‘a particular obJeﬂzivem A majority ‘of
the objectives. were mastered by: between 50 .and. 90 percent: -of -the students.
In gemeral, ‘students Wwho scored hlgher on. the word rekzxionships test did
Izetter on the obJective referenced tests.. .Last, the *~"1tude surveys ,‘
zrilized in the assessment program appear to be’ reliabla measures of two
z==garate factors. : ‘

higan State Department of Educatlon.k Act1v¢ties and - arrangments for j*>'

y the 11969-70: Mlchigan assessment of educatlon. Lansing: . Michigan-State .
o Department of Education, December "1969." - Paper prosented at: the annual i
. meeting. of the, American Educational. Research Asaociation, New York
”February 1971“ 25 pages ED 046 985,‘ MF $0 83 - HC $1 67. K

- Progress in the Michigan Statew1de Assessment Program initiated dur1ng o

~ - the 1969-70. ‘school. year-for ‘the purpose ‘of: evaluathg certain performance s

,”levels of the Mlchlgan Publlc School System is’ sumnarized ‘This report.

. Qfocuses on .the: assessment of Basic Skills performance in the fourth and’

““seventh grades and- descrlbes the specific steps taken to accompllsh th1s

_ obJect1ve._ selection of local and intermediate-district’ coordinators
'responsible for. test admlnistration and collatlon of ‘tést data, creation
of an ad hoc’ test spec1f1cations committee creatlon of a technlcal

'iassessment problems, and - creatlon of a citlzens committee’ to articulate R

. general .educational goals of the qystem. ‘Details on the test. battery, itsh,g s

..administration,- the mach1nery for! test: data collection, and’ crlteria for.

‘h,‘classificaeuon of school d1str1cts accord1ng to community t¢pe and geo—)

/.. graphic region are presented. . n append1x listing Michlgan School D1stricts

f/f by community type and region is'inc? uded : : v o

D’HMlchlgan State Department of Education._ Levelo of educational performance
-~and related facto s in Michigan. Lansing: Michigan State Department of
.. . Education, 1970. " Paper’ presented at the annual meeting of the American -
. ~Educational. Research Assoc1atlon, New York February 1971 27 pages. ED
046 987 ~MF §0. 83. hC $2.06. : .
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"geographic reglons;
“and’ Wayne, ‘Oakland;
- and its’ communitlesf
~ or Rural Cer*nnity.:
‘each Zommunity typef
‘gabove are d1splayed
.on’ the sama variables.g

Wexpianatlcns and cautions on its useﬁ descr1ptions e ssiatistic
cedures usad, and»a listing of the classiflcationt f ZrT-th '
,in the sta~e.ﬁ e : ‘ e

. uMichlgan Srate Department of EdUCatlon. A staff responss to'the report:
- An' assessment of the Michigan accountablllty system. Lansing Michlgan
‘State Depa:tment of Education, May 1974 $0.

;;HC $2 06 S :

) iand interviewing various educators, ﬁitizens, MUEV
':resentatives of various organizations.,

,‘fand it appea
~riniormatlon.

<§

‘J:education program

q‘?]Michlgan otate Department of Education. 1970 71 individual«pupil:repor’
»-‘Exglanatory materials.: uansing Michlgan ‘State: Department ‘of “Educati
&Aprll 1971 33 pages.v ED 093 217 ‘ MF $O 83 “‘H :

jﬁThe two maJor purposes of this study are._ (l) To provid

'3ASSLssment Battey,‘and (2) To. orov1de local offici 1 witk alnformat1onf]’
that will assist”them in understanding and 1nterpreting the1r students p
. scores.’ The first of the- four: maJor sections descrlbes the content of




nf,"echanics of written English and G
The second descrlbes

ment Serv1ces.‘ Individual pupil reoort'” nxwlanatory materials ;The
‘_second rep;rt of the 1971—72 Michizan “ducatfbnal Assessment Program

: ,th information regarding th‘e :
7of ack: student ‘who" ook the 1971 72 Yichlgj
%:Battery

"Q.ment Serv1ces.- Ind1V1dua1 punll reoort' Explanator
*”Second ‘report of the 1972-73 Michigzn Educational: Assessment Program.g
 'sings: Michigan State Department of Education;’ Research Evaluation,. and

: ”tAssessmentvServ1ces, March 1973, 37 pages ”ED 104 8971f MF $0_83._ :

: ~"HC $2 06 L B { o

ﬁ?This explanatory booklet and the materials that accompany 1t have two major‘
“'purposes.  The firsty jpurpose ‘is to orov1de loeal school . off1c1als 1nforma-
tion regarding the perfbrmance on basic. skills achievement of" each student
. “who took _the 1972-73 Michigan Educational Assessment, Battery “The secondV
ﬁfbpurpose 1s to proV1de local offlclals w1th 1nformatlon ‘that will assist
‘- them in understandlng and" interpretlng the1r students scores.?[
i let has four major secti%ns.: ‘The first section describes~tne conten ,
;each test——word relatlonships, readlng,‘mechanlcs of wrltten\English fand
‘mathematlcs~—1n the’ educational assessment battery._ Thetsecond section
‘describes cautions that must be exerc1sed in the interpretatlon of. indlvidual
qupil scores. from ‘the program. The third section ‘describes’ the materials :
.. that accompany this booklet and ex plalns the pupil ‘sceres . ‘that' they contaln.
"T;Lhe fourth section def1nes statlstlcal terms used - in the educational assess~
_ment program and prov1des techn1ca1 1nrormation about the educational assess
r:ment battery : ~ < -

Q
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Mlchigan State. Department of Educatlon, Research Evaluation, and'Asse3s—" ‘,1

“ment Services. Local district and school .report: Explanatory materlals.ff‘~lu"

The thirdreport of the 1972~73 Michigan EducaEional: Assessment Program.: L

Lansing 'Michigan State Department of Education, Researchy Evaluation,‘,ﬁ‘” S

';and Assessment Services; Aprll 1973_\ 54 pages. ED 104 900 /MF $0 83.‘p?.6 S
$3 50. - : S ‘ ‘ o

}5‘8'. |

The purpose of . thls booklet 'is to a551st the reader lﬂ understanding o
" and utilizing the local’ district and 1ocal school reports: p ‘ovided by the“V
Mlchlgan Educatlonal Assessment Program for” the test1ng period January
1973 - This document accompanies the data, sheets :and "norm’ tables' provided
to each district; and is: 1ntended to fac1litate their use. /This booklet
~has- three sections.‘ the flrst ‘section: states precautions,hhich*must be
cons1dered in using and interpretlng the assessment data,‘”

which contain the local d1strict and school data, and “the third se
‘ﬁeScrlbes the norm tables that are provided w1th this - report and explalns .
"how to construct ,and lnterpret d1str1ct level and.tchool—level educatlon A
proflles. T SR ST RO R ARC R :

59, Mlchlgan State Department of Educatlon Research Evaluation, and Assess~‘j;‘
- ment Services. Local-district results, The fourth report of the 1972~73
= . Michigan Educational: Assessment Program. Lansing:. 1chlgan State Depart~
ment ‘of Educationy Research Evaluation, -and’ Assessment Services, 1973.
163 pages. “ED.104. 899 MF SO 83.. HC $8 69 .‘E:' co e lufg,'me

Thij report presents the 1972 -73 . educatlonal assessment results from each
- of the school d1stf*\ts in Mlchigan Informatlon Jn eacn 0f: the distrlct
‘measures used  in’ the 1972-73 Mlchlgan Educationa "Assessment Program is o

presented 1n two, ways.1 Flrst,-a figure is’ shown’ that represents th'

district’s "score" on, each measure.: For: example#/the aVerage yeare 0

teachlng experience,,the average instructlonal expense. (in dollars) per

pupil, and ‘the average reading score of each disrrlct are shownt_mThen ‘a:

percentile rank is shown for- each measure excepﬂ the bas1c skllls achieve~

‘ment: measurea. ThlS percentile rank - 1ndicates how each district fared'

relatlon to other d1str1cts in the: state.‘ Secondly, information about

each district’ s. compos1te basic: skills ach1evement is presented in, ;
dlsﬁrlbutlon which" showt’ the percentage of, each distr1ct s fourth: ‘and | seventh
grade pup11s ‘earning’ compOS1te achievement scores ineach: ‘tenth of‘a‘state~ﬂ

wide: ranking of pupll scores.i These" decile dlstributions -show- WhaLf r
" of each district’s pupilg feel:into each of ‘ten” general achlevem'nt levels. .

Statistical terms used id this report are defined :in Appendlx A [prpendlx

"B Contains" definitions of the educational asseSsment’ measures, Appendix C

conta1ns the deflnitions of the community -types: used in- thls report'

~dix D contains a list of the’ county .code’ numbers used' as ‘a:prt of theqidenti"
f1catloqs of local school d1str1cts,.and Appendlx E contalns alternative
procedures for 1nterpret1ng dlstrlct‘achlevement scores through the use of

statew1de pupll norms s N SIS : Co - ,

60, Mlchigan State Department of Education, Research Evaluatlon, and Assess~ s
" lvziment Services.  Objectives and: procedures The first report of the 1974~75

"‘Michigan Educational Assessment Program. Lan51ng. Michigan State Depart~ ?r

t v. “ment .of" Educatlon, Research Evaluatlon, and - Assessment Serv1ces, August 1974"
68 pages. ED 120 220 M" $0. 83 HC $3 50 o A - f/

y
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in 61 -

”u"pretlve manuals -which will accompany the MEAP test1ng mater1als and result—

o 62.

presents the obJectlvesvbf the asseSsmernt program and’ 1ndicates in’detail
‘ment ‘measures for, grades one, four, and ‘seven.’ The measures atrall three =y
~wefforts of selected school d1stricts,‘ technical -support contractors, and

p‘pllot project, there were 44 separate tests’ measurlng 48 pre—prlmary per-“{,f
_formance objectives in the Tognitive, " affectlve, and psychomotpr ‘domains.
The . objectives{tested are’ included .as Appendix C. ~The fourth: dnd seventhlf]

. tiveg 'in .readingand math The . obJectivee are appended., Attitude and;
- Word Relati'nships tests are optional in this’ year S, program A speclal E
tfeature of/ the 1974-75' program ig the’ 1nclusion ‘of experimentaﬂiitems in *
:science apd mathematlcs for grades fouz” and seven. Progedural uidelines'
‘include- uch topics as. testlng dates,_local d1strict respohsibi ity,
mater1al sh1pment, students to be tested, reporting results, and so. forth ‘

,Michlgau State Department of Educatlon, Research Eva’uatum&, and Assess-;vk

July 1975, 68 pages. .ED 120" 221. (MF $0.83. HC $3. 56,

*.adnlnistration of . the Michigan Educational Assessment’ Program (MEAP)
~..tests and ‘for. other people‘who are generally 1nterested in ‘the’ purposeslf;

‘-,M1chigan teachers and ‘curriculum’ specialists. JIn addltlon to every«’

- wopupil. testing of: fourth and. seventh graders in - reading and: mathematics, B
~.the 1975~76 program wiil continue the first grade pilot“testing: begun e
Cin. 1974-75 in ‘a. selected sample of\schools., The. introduction of a: .

" .volunteer’ grade 10 limited pllot project is ‘the greates
"previous years'.assessment" programs. This report also,f esents: general

* ment Services.  State summary of results'~ 1973-74 Michigan Educational

. S o/ “‘m: ,“fl‘ e E ) .lu»ﬂw:f L W;\x”Lfl
/ i ; ~\ “:
This first report in’ the; 1974 75 Mlchigan Educational Assessment Program\\\

some of ‘the specific procedures to bea‘-used. The. program . provides achieve- \\vu*

il
grades are object1ve~referenced tests constructea through cooperative

the Department of/Educatlon.v For: grade one as5essment introduced ‘as a

grade tesﬁingfprogram measures student achievement of.’ performance obJec—ﬁ,

/..

ment Services. Objectives and procedures: " The first report of the 1975—“~ff
76 Mlchlgan Educational Assessment Program. . Lansing:, Mi¢higan State - .
Department of Education Research, Evaluation, and Assessment Services,

‘"This repott is written for local educators who are responsible for the

and methodolcgy of MEAP. :The. '1975-76 assessment will report 19 vari=- -
ables at- the. student, classroom, school or- district levels, 4n- the areas“’
of (a) Human Resources, (b) District Financial: Resources, (c)- Fercent s
Mlnority, (d) ‘Dropout’ Rate, - (e) Student Achievement, ‘and “(f)-. Sizei The‘hpf
minimal performance- .objectives and. MEAP tests’ were mainly developed by

change. from f.‘_‘ \l-?ﬁ

information.on the proc¢edural aspects of the-zssessment.: program\%hich S e
will be found in greater detail in coord1nator:\adm1nistrator, and inter— =

™~

ant data. “1 S 3 Sl e - _\\\;;T,f R e :

Michigan State Department of Educatlon Research Evaluation,\and ‘Assess—

", Assessment Program. Lansing: Mlchlgan Stdte Deparrment of - Education,~,:”.fl

" Research, Evaluatlon, and Assessment Serv1ces. 12 pageg. ED 120 242.\ -
‘MF SO 83. . Hard copy not available from EDRS

B Th1s fourth report in the 1973 74 series presents a compil ‘tion of the’

'Nin\the_educatlonal assessment. Results ‘of the. obJect1v=~referenced test v

/"‘

gcores of Michigan's fourth and seventh. grade/studcnts who participated .’




. . . T . N :
i data reveal that Nhlle none of thé’objectives was - atta1ned by all of thef‘..,‘ .
i'students, - pcrformance levels were. quite high for some of -the objectlves. R
A table summarizes the test results in the fqrm of a distribution chart. =
:}This chart shows the number and percentage of objectives: attained within:
“each of the ten intervals -of pupllS ‘Levels of: attainment were generally
_higher in mathematics than in reading. Another table lists the obJectives
5attained by more" than 80 percent of the. pupils while the next table lists
. the.objectives attained by fewver than 20 percent of the puplls. ‘The’ re- i
;,;port of results.for all grade four and seven obJectives in both readlng AN ;T\lu
“and mathematics is ‘{ncluded. Guldelines for the data 1nterpretation in=- N\
: dicate some of the p0331ble ways errors can be 1ntroduced into- test results. &

s 63, Michigan State Departmen* of. Education, Research Evaluatlon, and Assess—.n"
0. ment: SerV1ces.“ State summarz_of results: 1974~75 Michigan Educational
"nssessment Program.- ‘Lansing:® Mlchigan State Department . of ‘Education,
‘_»Research Evaluation,kand Assessmcnt Serv1ces, March 1975 16 pages. 5fif> 
ED 117 273. MF $0.83. HC $1.67.." . :

' The State Summary of Results preSents ‘a compilation of the scores of Michl-f‘
“gan's fourth and seventh grade students:who part1c1pated in the educational
Cou : assessment along with discussion of the possible meaning: and s1gnif1cance‘g“
\\,"‘ ‘ ~ of the results. It also attempts to reSpond to the. controversy which: has o
N surrounded the assessment program since its. inception in 1970 by delineating .

R “its purpose which is the provision of 1nformag}on for decision~mak1ng at
' the’.state, local, and individual student- levels.  -Because these data are e
" derived from students taking- ob3ect1ve—referenced tests, they reflect’ stu- r"’"
dent atta1nmént of .a spec1f1c set; of . 1earner performance obJectives which
were developed by Michigan educstors in an attempt to artlculate the: skills
which . students\should achieve in: school. ' The tests used to measure attain
“ment of‘the ob3ect1ves were. developed through a cooperative effort betweenayp
.A,the Mlchlgan Department of Educatlon ‘and local district educatogs R v

“64;,FM1ch1gan State Department of Education Research, Evaluation, and’ Assess—* B
. ‘ment Services. Understandlnggand utilizing ‘the data of the 1975~ 76“Mich1—ﬁ[}%gf
" gan -Educational ‘Assessment Program. . The second :report-of the’ 1975-76\“ﬁ”'p
" Michigan-kEducational Assessment Program. ‘Lansing: - Michigan State* Depart—’
Tvment of Education) Researchy: Evaluation, and Assessment Serv1ces,»Julye.‘ A
k l975 ' 41 pages.‘ ED 120 227  MF-$0., 83.” HC! $2 06. _pf"‘ K jéa o

. P J f
ThlS report the second An the l975 76 series, is direcced toward the .

, local schooi dictrict staff whose respon51b111ty it is ‘to read, 1nt°rpret, . .

N "and .use the ‘data generated by the. Michigan Educational Assessment’ Program{ /,_\\

z;\ N This report combines in' one booklet ‘information 'that in; .previous years\was\\\ Iy

;. \contained in two.. ‘bookletsi. the Ind1v1dual Pupil Report' Explanatory ‘7\”i
. » 1 Materials,. .and. the School and Disttict Report. Explanatory Materials. '

' " "This. booklet‘W1ll be of: part1cular value to the school princlpal ‘and. teachers.x;
.. The 1975-76 Michigan Educational Assessment Plogram included ob;]ective-~ U

g ;ureferenced fests'in reading and mathematics at.the fourth atd seventh

_ grades, ‘a statewide pilot at ‘the first grade, and a developmental\pilot

; ueffort At “the tenth grade with ‘several volunteer schools.  This report: - s

LR .- is“devoted to an .interpretation of the fourth ‘and 'seventh grade data. ”In;;?jdf'

s .70 this report, \the reader will f1nd a discu551on of the .assessment measur,ﬂ‘ S

N




Q,aa detailed explanation of how to read each oF the data reports genera ed:
[_by ‘the“program, and a set of suggested procedures for utilizing the. test‘
_‘”results._ ‘Some of ‘thid ditFethidkdbl . vab dlb8l be found on. the PriﬂCiPal S
... ’and teacher's .test. results folder provided Lo each part1c1pating schoo‘
‘?'principal and teacher ‘ : : : ‘ Coan

(fleorter,rJohn . The virtues °f a state. assessment program. .2ﬁi;2§lté"
: ,haEEan, 1976, 57 (10, . 667 668 EJ 139 446 ' [

VMlChigaﬂ s SUPerlntendent of public 1nstruction is convinced that;a
state test1ng program. Caﬂ/provlde the kind of information educators
ﬁneed to improve 1nstructiona1 plannlng L e

“f-fRoeber Edward D., & Huyser, Robert J M1chigan EducationalfAssessmen
~+Program:: Grade 10 '1imited pilot_ pro1ect..'Lans1ng.‘ Michigan. State’Depart
[t“f-ment'of EducEtion;‘ReSearch"Evaluation,n nd'AssessmentrServices

1a“,12 pages: (ED 111 832. MF$0. 83 HC $1 67

.LThe purpose ‘of the tenth gradewllmlted pilot proJect of the 975M
Michigan Educational Assessment Program ls to perfect instruments,

“tenth grade lev 1

~ten assessment program began with. the selection of performance
‘-jto be measured

list of performance

s;be administered to tenth graders 1n volunteer schools;”‘
tobjectlve test 1tems s attached ’ N :

‘Roeber, Edward D., et al Ind1v1dual student and classroom reports:
\pEgplanatory ‘materials. The second report of ‘the 1974-75 ‘Michigan Educa
~tional Assessment Program.f Lansing: Michigan State Departmentiof Educa~
: tion, Research Evaluation, and’ Assessment Serv1ces, 0ctober 1974.”
:;'pages. ED 120 °26 MF $0 83. HC $2 06 T o :

o reading performance were 1ntroduced These tests and the reports of results
‘provided classroom ‘teachers with: extens1ve information about the performan
,obJectives.,,Tests similar’to those used .in. the 1973- 74 program were in~ '
¢luded'in the :1974-75- program. This’ manual was prepared to” help local.
.‘_educators interpret the information - provided. for: individual: stud %,‘;r'
\‘waor classroom groups. ‘This booklet has: four sections._ Section ‘one de
\\scribes the tests used ‘in: the 1974- 75 educational assessmen* progra ,
.'seconp section® describes and illustrates’ ‘the various teport forms " used't
provyde 1nd1v1dual student ard classroom data.: The third‘section includes
. taids 'in 1nterpret1ng the. information contained in the reports.. A list o
f&cautions that* should. be exercised in the 1nterpretation of these results &
“dscin’ the "final section. The mathematics and reading performance\gh;ectives“
vcontained in .the. mducational assessment program at - grades 4 and 7 are\given

‘v1n the appendlx.‘““,

g
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MINNESOTA--ASSESSMENT PROGRAM

58. Adams, John W., & Johnson, Randall E. Minnesota Educational Asséssment:
Pilot .phase results. Summary report. .St..Paul: Minrdesota State Depart-
ment of Education, Division of Planning and Development, February 1973.
20 pages. FD 089 464. MF $0.83. HC $1.67. S
The maln'dOCUment of which th1s~report is a’ summary, covers the assess- : ‘%T
‘ment activities of the Minnesota Department of Educatlon from June 1971 ‘
" through December 1972. This summary report contains a chapter~by—chapter
overview of the full report, with a concentration on the conclusions and. o
ﬂw-mmxenommendatlons drawn from Lhe reading, mathematics,-and attitude findings T
. of rhe study~ ot e : . Ce o i

B

4 —

A9. Pyecha,,John N. Minnesota Educational Assessment: A comprehensive
- planning study. Durham, N.C.: Research Triangle Institute, Center for
. Educational Research and Evaluaticn, January 1973 108 pages. ED (84
657. MF $0. 83 HC 86 01. : . : .

" The proposed program repreoents a Vehlcle whereby Minnesota .can conduct o o
‘a, comprehensive assessment of the state's educatifonal progress.‘ It can "fd -
- . provide a means of perlodlcally monitoring achievement in the cognitlve,
n afFectlve, and psychomotor domains. .The program is modeled after the
‘National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), an ongoing educaticnal
project designed to give educators and the-lay-public a-better look’ at
wr/;;those knowledges and: sklllc that Amerlcan youth: have acqu1red NAEP
" provides for a systematic, continuous, census-like survey of knowledges,
skills, understandlngs, and attitudes as exhinited by vtudents and young .
adults in four age levels and across ten different subject areas. By .
ForlOW1ng the NAEP model, Minnescdta can hopefully reduce the Minnesota
“student assessment results to NAEP results for students in the nation e SN
! ‘as a whole, as.well as for those in the Central Region,‘and take advantage .
‘of exercise administration, data. collection, samp11n° de81gn, and . data
analysis methodologleo developed by NAEP. :

70,  Ruud, Orville. Jloomlngton mathematlcs assessment -‘K report to citizens,
staff and school board. St. Paul: Minnesota State Department of Educatiom,
November 1975. Paper presented at ‘the annual meeting of the American Edu-
cational Research Association, San rran51sco April 19 6. 129»pages. ED ‘\\*‘
124 4lr. MF $0.83. HC- 57, 33.. SR , ‘ o

—

‘

ln conJuncfion w1th the Minnesota Office- of btatew1de Edutatlonal Assesns—
ment, the Bloomington Public Schools condicted an assessment of progress .
~within the district., This report,. prepared for d1ssem1na*10n to the school
‘board, school staff and ‘interested ditizens, summarizes the’ results of/ the
local assessment. Data concerning - ‘the achievement of 9-, 13~, and'17-year
© old students is included. Achlevement of Bloomington students is compared
with that reported for the entire State, the U.S., and ‘for similar suburban
communities both within the state and across the country. The interaction
of ‘achievement with student characterlstl s is also examlned Data ‘collected
‘were compared with a criterion determined by teachers assessment of ‘the
1mportance of objectives {items). -  Using this criterion, a committee of
teachers judged the assessment resultg as 1ndlcat1ve of strength, potentlal i
strength, acceptability, potential need or need. Clusters of obJectlves,4
.items .of spéc1a1 1nterest,‘and detanled data are. 1ncluded in the Volume.
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WL\VESOTA-—lLblth PROGRAM

71.

Perry, Dallls K. The Minnesota Ca%iege Statew1de TestingﬁProgram——l97O
Its current values and future development. St. Paul: Miunesota Univer.,

Student Counseling Bureau, October 1970. A report to the Mimnesota- -Com-..

.mittee on High School College~Qelatlons, Octobet 1970. 36 pages. ED 047

000. MF $0.83. HC $2 06—

C72.

F

" direttors bf admission and deans -of students in

The” evaluatloﬂ of the Minnesota College Statewide Testing Program was

based on dnalysis. of "the validities of statewide and national tests for

pred1ct1n freshman grades in Minnesota colleges, on interviews with
s‘pllnnesota colleges, and

on discussions with regional gatherings of Minnésota high school counselors.

It was found that the testing program contidues to offer valid scholastic

captltude measures which are used and valued by state colleges for recruit-

ing, admissjon, and pre-application counseling; by high school counselors
for guidarnce of students regarding choice of post-secondary education;

.and by other. agencies for research and policy planning. The- unique aspects -

of the program are its early availability and its inclusion of, nearly all
high school juniors. It was corcluded that. the values of the "every-
student' statewide program justlfy its. contlnuation ‘but. that" if it is to

“remain worthwhile, it must be strengthened in- ways that will increase its

relevance to student decisions and decrease its duplicatlon of other
programs. Specific recommendations for the achievement of this goal are
presented. Statlstlcal data on the test va31d1t1es ‘and correlatlons o
and 1nterv1ew summarles are included

.
,

MISSOURI ‘f

. MJssourl State Department of Elementary and Secondary Educatlon D1v1sion
. of In:tructlon.. Mrgrant child education in Missouri, 1975. State annual
”“evaluation report for:migrant programs, Title f; ESEA -for fiscal year. 1975.

“Jefferson City: Missouri State Department of Elementary and:Secondary
~ Education, Div181on of Instruction, November:1975. 76 pages. ED 125 797.
MF $0.83. HC $4. 67 ' , . .

'The 1974 75 program aimed to: raise or maintain the rate of gain in
computational and communicational skills of each- student in the tutorial
program; improve the computational and communlcatlonal skills of each

— student in the '""Career Development' program; increase each” "Career Develop-

ment' —student's awareness of, specific knowledge of, and general require-
ments for selectedroocupatlonal groups;, provide health services as needed;
make parents aware of. so¢ral~ser¥£ge§~avallable, 1mprove ‘the relationship
between parents and the school; and increase—the-tutcy's'and supportlve

- staff's knéwledge of the program.and its admlnlstratlon, and of new and -

" improved instructional methods appropriate for mlgrant children. ‘A total

of 2,915 migrant students part1c1pated in-the program. An evaluation
coverlng the period from Julv 1974 through June 1975 and the-1975 summer
program was based on ‘data obtalned from the Migrant Center Staff, records,

‘.reports, test resuits,,and on-site interviews. . The Wide Range Achievement:

.Test. measured student gains in readlng, spelllng, and arithmetic. Student’

attltudes were asqessed at the beglnnlng and end of - Lhe year u51ng a scale

Vr
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of Student Attitudes. This report 1nc1udes information on: . children -,

N ~ served, exemplary proorams, inservice tralning, special and supportive
N T " services; resource center library, program. effectiveness and inte ration, ///
. Y, prog g
3 dlssemlnatlon, and the summer school program ‘ o - , o
h _ 73. Mlssourl State Department of Elementary and Secondary Educatlon D1v1sionf

of I'structlon ngrant education in Missouri, 1971. State annual evalu-
- : —#tion—report- for-migrant— pregram5—-$&t4e—;w—£$EAu£e{~£1sca;~year—19l&-mwv%
: Jefferson Citv: Missouri-State’ Department of Elementarx and Secondary. i

~Education, Division of Instruction, November 1971. 145'pages. ED 125 793.
MF $0.83. HC'$7.35: S B A

Object1ves of the Mlssourl mlgrant program were to: raise the educatlonal
level of migrant. ch11dren, acquire a complete set of - educatlonal and’
+health records for each child; screen 2nd refer those children® reeding
" health services ‘to the appropriate personnel; instill within parents and
children. the desire and need for a secondary education; and provide spe-
cialists to assist the parents, teachers, and children as thé need arises.
During fiscal year 1971, 3,408 students, ranging from 5 to 18 years, '
' part1c1pated in .the program. Since the maJdrlty of these attended schools
located in Sbutheast Missouri, onlv 1,257 were includzd in the program's
evaluation. Evaluation data were obtalned at. the beglnning, during, and
at the end of the 1970-71 academic year or during the summer school term
through visits and interviews conducted in various school dist¥icts and:
from records,- reports, and test results which were used to substantiate
the on-the-spot visits. This report 1ncludes information on the: children
‘participating; innovative projects; pressing educational needs, objective
and subjective measurements; general program effectivenessj personnel;
anterrelatlonshlp with the regular Elementary and Secondary Education
~Act Title I program and with other programs; community lnvolvement'
s : nonpubllc school partlclpatlon, and major problem areas. :

i

¢

2\74 “Mlssourl State Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, Division

S of Instruction. Migrant education in Wissourl, 1972, State annual evalu-

' ation report for migrant programs, Title T, ESEA for fiscal year 1972.
Jefferson City: Missouri State\Department of Elementary and Secondary
Education, Division of Instructron November 1972. 188 pages. ED 125 794.
MF $0.83. HC $10.03. o \\ o , oo .

> . =
. -"r §

- Missouri's migrant program almed to: \ raise“the migrant children's educa-
tional level.to that of other chlLdren\in their age group; acquire a com-
plete set of educational and health recordq for each child; screen and

~refer those ct ldren\needlng health serv1ces to the appropriate personnel

v instill within parents-and children the desire and need for a secondary
< ~education; and,provide spec1allsts to assist teachers, parents, " and
‘( S children as the need arises. During fiscal year 1972, 4,434 children) T\\
"E ranging ‘from 1 to 17 years, were enrclled in the program. The majority
,“"of thesé attended schools located in the . qouthea;t sectlon of the stare._/
' Evaluation data were obtainéd at the beglnnlng, aring, and at the end- VA
~of-the 1971= 77 _academic year or during the sunmer\schoolvterm through o
visits and intérviews and. from records,‘report and test res"1ts'which
were used to substantiate the on- -the-spot:visiis. Th}s report: 1nc1udes 3
information on:. the thldren, 1nnovat1ve projects,: most pr3551ng ‘

13

W
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“educational needs, objective and. subjective'measurements, general program
effectiveness, personnel and personnel training, interrelationship with

.the regular Elementary and Secondary Education Act Title I programs, com-
munity involvement, nonpublic school participation, and major problem areas.

75. Missouri State Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, Division

' of Instruction. Migrant education in Missouri, 1973. State annual. evalu-
.ation report for migrant programs, Title-I, ESEA for fiscal year 1973.
~Jefferson City: Missouri State Department of Elemerntary amd Secondary

. Education, Division of Tnétructlon, October 1973. 82 pages. ED 125 795.
MF 50.83. HC '$4.67. '

Program objectives were to: .identify migrant children in the state;
provide a complete educational and health record for each child; through
the national data bank; raise or maintain the students' educational
‘level; . screen migrant children for health probiems and arrage ior treat-
A ment as needed; increase parental involvement and understanding of their
i . ~child;s educaolonal experience; and expand the number of schools using
) _the career development program. During the 1973 fiscal year, 2,567
. BRI migrant students were enrolled in the program. An evaluatlon team .
' gvaluated the /program from July 1972 through June 1973 and the 1973 sum-
mer program.’ Data were obtained from the'staff, records,. reports, test.
results, and on-site interviews with: admlnlstrators, tutors, and 'students.
Using the Wide Range Achievement Test;-pre- and posttests Were given to
evaluate results iu reading, spelling, and arithmetic. Student attitudes
were .assessed at the beginning and end of the year using a 'scale of Stu-
-dent Attitudes. - Findings showed the program was. meeting its: objectives.
This report includes information. on:. the children served, exemplary pro-
- grams, staff utlllzatlon, 1nserv1ce trainingz, special and supportive
“services, rescurce center library, program effectiveness- -and integration,
relationship.with the regular Title I program and with other programs, - J
community invovlement, nonpublic school part1c1patlon, dlsseminatlon,. '
and summer school program.’ :

76. lesourl State Department of Elementary and Secondary Educatlon, D1v131on *
of Instruction. Migrant educatlon in Missouri, 1974. . State annual '
evaluation for migrant programs, Title I, ESEA for fiscal year 1974.

Jefferson City: Missouri State Department of Elementary and Secondary
Education, Division of Instruction, November 1974 -89 pages. ED 125 796.

MF $0.83.  HC $4.67. o - -

/4

-

7

., '*e,Durlng fiscal year 1974, the program a1med to: identify migrant children ,
o T in’ the state, provide a complete educational and health record for each o
| child identified, raise or maintain the student's educatlonal ‘level, screen
-1 .. the children ‘for health problems and arrange for health services as needed,
i ~ increase parental 1nvolvement, expand the Career Development Program,
. improve the quality of the Migrant Center's staff members, and research
i Texisting Career- Development programs. for thei¥  contribution to migrant ;
! ‘education. A total of 2,304 studentsrpart1c1pated in the program. - Evalu- )
‘ ation data were obtained from the Migrant Center staff, records, reports,' '
,test restuls, and on-site interviews with admlnlstrators, tutors, “and
students. The W1de Range Acblevement Test was used to evaluate student
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achievement in reading, spellino,'and arl*h etic. Student attitudes were !
"assessed ar the beginning and end of the yegr using a scale of Student -
Attitudes.’ Flndings showed that the program\was meeting all except the
last. obJectlve ‘This ‘report includes-data op the: - children served, exem-

~. plary pronrams, 1nserv1ce training, SpeCJal d supportive. services,-
resource center llbrary, program effectlveness and integration, relation- .
ship with the regular Title I progrzm and with other programs, community
involvement, fonpublic-school partlclpation, dlssemlnatlon, and summer

' school program. C :

:

NEW HAMPSHIRE., . - = . - R
77. Durost Walter N A descriptlon and evaluation of the Statewide Testl_g
‘ Program in New Hampshire in 1968-69 and 1969-70 under the spo~sorship of.
Title I and the sienificance of the data cbtained for evaluation with
this activity. ~Concord: New Hampshire State Department of Education,
March 1971. 84 pages. ED 106 327. MF $0.83. Hard copy not available
* from EDRS : ? SR S . T ‘

‘The New Hampshlre starew1de testlng program/;as implementtd to -provide
- a data base for. %&e .evaluation of the effectiveness of Title I projects
as required by federal law. To accompllsh this objective, achievement
and intelligence tests were administered to. chlldren in Title I projects
and regular programs in four elémentary grades—~2 4, 6 and ‘8. -Thus
the performarice of children in both programs could be analyzed and com-
" pared. The .information collected during the 1968- 69 program was used as
.a basis for modifying and improv1ng the 1969-70 program. Test results,
’;statewide analysis and 1nterpretat10n of the data are presented

- NEW JERSEY

. - 78, Plnkowskl, Francis, et al "Evaluation in New Jersey education: A survey
‘ s ‘of present practices and recommendations for future action. Trenton: =
New Jersey State Departmeni of Education, Division of Research, ?lanning,

. and Evaluationm, June 1970. 58 pages. ED 077 950. MF $0.83. hu $3. 50

e ; Current evaluatlon activities in the New Jersey school system are surveyed
o " and recommendatlons for future evaluation efforts are made. The current
activities and future-developments. of school . (or’ school. dlstrict),‘state—
wide, and prOJeCL (er program)- evaluatlon are dlscussed ind1v1dually. The -
follow1ng program objectives are suggested: to raise the number of tralned
R  éducation evaluators,. to strengthen ‘evaluation capabilwty at ‘each ‘admini~
- ifyf” ‘ etratlve level to 1nstall satlsfactory evaluatlon lnstruments, to admini- ‘f’j
e . .ster 1n°truments which evaluate’ pupil performanﬂe in relation to local and .
. . state goals; to : expand. d1str1ct evaluation ‘Se that all schools are . evalu— s
‘ated-on a cyclical basis, to evaluate school districts for-Batemarn, incentive
“-ald quallflcatlon, to expand evaluation so- that all prOJects f1nanced through
the! department are evaludted on a cyclical basiS' and to increase expenditures;:
v : for evaluation activities. Strengths and weaknessés of several program
e f‘,.alternatlves are d1scussed JRecommendatlons Eor short—range sction are
vu 0 o made: concernlng school d1str1ct, statew1de, and progect evaluatlon,‘and

o
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recommendattons for long-range action are made concerning needs assess-
ment, manapement information system, cost’ analysis, instruction, and

_department task analy51s Additional questions for consideration are 118ted.

An analysis of costs and an overview of an ETS survey of state testing
programs are. presented -in appendices.

“ NEW MEXICO -

79

Educational Evaluation ASSociates. Deveiopment end—analysis—of 18

experimental objectives-based measures -administered in 1972. Los Angeles:
Educational Evaluation Associates, September 1972. ‘20 pages. ED 079 397.
MF $0.83. HC $1.67. ' :

The development, fleld testing, and-analysis of one- component of New
Mexico's statewide evaltation system, a set of 18 objectives-based tests
administered to high school seniors in 56 districts, are summarized. The
focus of this component is on providing: (1) information to school districts
about the performance of their seniors on certain educational objectives,
and (2) a 'data base to the Néw Mexico State Department of Education for

the purposes of accrediting schools.and evaluating state educatignal pro-

‘grams, Efforts to date are-considered successful in view of the following

findings: (1) a comprehen81Ve catalogue of objectives. has been developed
and is ready for final field testing; (2) school personnel, students and
communlty representatives were involved in selecting objectives with which'
each ‘district is most concerned (3) good tests were constructed  to assess
student performance on those objectlves (4) efficient procedures were

used in administering these measures’ in 56 districts to a large, representa-

. tive sample of semiors; (5 résults of the testing indicated how the proto-

.80,

type measures should be modlfled for subeequent use; . and (6) -procedures
were developed for reporting test results in terms of whether students
are performlng below at, or above_expected levels.

New Mexico State. J&partment of Eduoatlon . Evaluation and assessment unit.

~1972-73 Anbual report. .Santa Fe: New Mexico State Department-of- Education,— -~

'1973.__18 pages. ‘ED 079 422, MF $0.83. HC §1.67.

The following topics of the annual report of the evaluation and assessment
unit of the New Mexico State Department of Educatlon sre discussed: (1)
standardlzed/norm—teferenced testing program, (2) objective-based testing
program, .(3) assistance to the mutual action'plan, -(4) technical assistance

. and consultative services to SDE staff and operatlonal units, (5) .state

evaluation adv1sory committee, (6) -opinion survey, (7) budget, {8) informa-
tion dlssemlnatlon, (9) future plannlug, and (10)'projected getivities.

IR
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) NEW YORK——ASSESSMENT PROGRAM o L Vv

SLQIZer, Lelgh & Banthin, Joanna A studv of gost¥secon§afyueducation
needs in northeastern New York State: Secondary analz§1s. Albany: State
Univ. of New York, College of General Studies, December 1975. 93 pages.
ED 121 95L. MF $0.83. Hard ~copy mot available. ‘\: ,

e
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" The primary goal of the postsecondary needs assessment in Northeastern
New York State was to provide adurt‘educatlon planners with informatlon
for program planning and evaluation. Questlonnalre respondents”included
1,055 individuals from four subregions: - Albaiy Center, Outer Albany,
Plattsburg, and Utica-Rome. Data analysis is focused on: (1) overall
1nterest/potentia1 market, (2) knowledge factor, (3) motivation factor,
(4) background characteristics of interested individuals, (5) approach—

~.avoidance mod=l (approach), and (6) approach-avoidance model (avoidancej.

. A high intere¢ t in continuing education was reflected by_tha rcspondents,

as 51% indicated wanting to take a course at some point-in their life and

34% being presently-interested in taking a Eﬁufse"‘“CETFSES*ieadIng—tU~———A%%few
occupational skills were of the most interest to prospective students. SRR
Past and prospective students tended to include above average proportions
of women, the employed, those with higher incomes, the better~educated,
and middle-::ed persons.  The main reason stated for nonparticipation

. was a lack of time. One-fourth of the respondents indicated no 1mmediate'
crvfuture interest in continuing education. ' Depending on the subreglon, )
27-49% of the respondents have never been on any Northeast Region campus.

A copy of the questlonnalre is appended. ' .

VEW YORK--TESTING PROGRAM

- 82.

New York State Education Department, Bureau of ngher and Professional.
Educational Testlng. New York State High School Equivalency Testidg

" Program: :General information and testing schedule, September 151969~
August 31, 1970. Albany: New York State Education Department Bureau
of Higher and Professional Educatlonal Testlng, 1970.‘ 31 pages. ‘ED
039 455. MF $0. 83 ‘HC $2. 06 :

The New York State High School Equlvalency Testlng Program is . for adult f/

- residents of the state who have not completed their high school education

v and the’ appllcatlon form.) . ; n\\\

in the regular manner. An ‘adult whq obtains satisfactory scores on - the/
ngh School Level tests of General Educational Development {GED} Tests
is eligible to recieve . a New York® State high-school equlvalency diplom .
This dlploma is the legal equivalent of one issued by 'a local high school
and meets the minimum requirements for entrance into some colleges in New
york State. However, since ‘admission requirements vary for individual
colleges, applicants ‘should consult admissions officers- concerning speci-;
fic admission requirements. This program in-no-way_ replaces the" regularly
established procedures in the ‘granting of local high sbhool“or~Regentsﬂfa//
hlgh school dlplomas. GED tests and scores are restricted to the High .
School. Equlvalency Testing Program. Local ‘school authorities may not-
issue diplomas or grant: credits on Gfd,scores.‘ (The doctment -includes .
'amendments effective Aprll 1970, off ial\testlng centers and schedules,

- Carolina, 1973-74, Raleigh: North C Carolina. State Department’of Public. ,
_‘Instructlon, D1v1s1on of Research November 1974 132 pages.f ED- 105 ﬁ85 ¥¥5f

RTH CAROLIN ‘ o . | o Lo

.'fNorth Carollna State Department of Publlc Instructlon, DlVlSlon of Research.

.Language - artsi_grade 3::State '‘sseslsment of .Educational Progress in horth

*MF so 83. “HC $7 35.
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Ona of a series dealing with reading, mathematics, language arts, social
studies, SCignce, culturzl arts, health, and physical education;, this
report on language arts is designed 'to help Nerth Carolina teachers in
planning instructional programs for public school students:and to inform
- the general public of students' educarional needs and attainments.  This
assessment contains results and aralyses of tests adminstered to 2500
randomly selected third~grade students in North Carolina. The students’
" ;skills in language arts were assezzel ¥ @ norm-referenced test (Iowa
' Test of Basic Skills) and an ok jesrive-based test (developed at the state
©level). Discussion of the natury ¢ ¢ch of these tests and their inter-
ievement levels between North
Carolina third graders and studen:. - “typughout the United States are
"~ included. Numerous tables and;grﬁ$h5 f1iustrate points made in the text.

84. North Carolina State Department of vniic futerest, Division of Reseazrch.
Mathematics, grade 3. State Assessmer.t of Educational Progress in North
Carolina, 1973-74. fRaleigh: North Curciina State Department of Public

Instruction, Division of Research, Novumoer 1974. 102 pages. ED 108

- 974. MF. $0.83. HC $6.01. o ' ’ ‘

This report is one-of eight concern.ing thirdfgrade‘students-to,bé'issued
in connection with -the North .Caroli.iz statewide assessment project.. The -
‘ . assessment of mathematics achievement is.based on a sample of 5,000 third--
“duhmg§§de’students,g2,500 using the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills-(ITBS); and
" 72,5000 using state developed objective-based tests (SCORE). Data were
- analyzed statewide and on the basis of several socioeconomic factors. On
the average North Carolina third-grade students scored several months be-
low the’national average on the ITBS. The areas in which these gtudents ...
tended to score below the national average were the U.'S. monetary system,
- modern mathematics concepts, complex computational problems; and fractionms..
Students did perform adequately on SCORE. Appendices to this report pro- .
vide tables describing the relationships of 1TBS scores with socioeconomic
‘variables, analysis of scores as a function of subtests, teacher ratings
of SCORE objectives, and several analyses for SCORE items. '

85. - North Caroiina State-Department‘of'Public‘Instructioﬁ, Division of Regear¢h.
* Reading, grade 3: State Assessment of Educational Progress in North Caro= -
lina, 1973-74. Raleigh: North Carolina State Department’of Public Instruc-

tion, Division of Research, November'I974; -78 pages. MF $0.83. HC $4.67.

Ohe of a series deal with reading, méthemétics,blanguage.arts, social
studies, science, cultural arts, health, and physical.edUCation,7this,repdrt
on reading is designed to help North Carolina:teachers'in planning instruc~
tional programs for public school students 'and to inform the general public
of students' educational needs and attainments. This assessment contains
results and analyses of tests administered to,2500,yrandomlyﬁSelectedfthird—
 grade students in North Carolina. Theistddépts'-skilis'ih reading were .
: . assessed by a norm-referenced tests (Iowa Teést of Basic Skills) and an
RN o ‘ objective-based test (developed: at thefst3te3lével);M‘Diséussions‘of the ..
’ © . nature of each of these tests and thir .interpretations as well as compari-—
- sons of achievement levels between North Carolina third graders and students
throughout the United States are included.. Numerous taples and .graphs '
-illuspraté“pointg»made'in the text. " ‘ :

- "652 v‘:'wwm"'\’iﬁ\’ L
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-~ 86. North Carolina State Department of Public Instructlon, D1v1sion of Research ’
Social. studies, prade 3. State Assessment of Educational: Preogranms in -
North Carolina, 1973-74. Raleigh: North Carolina State Department of
Public Instruction, Division of Research,zFebrua y 1975 105 pages.
ED 108 988. MF $0.83. Hu $6. 01. ' : o

ThlS state assessment» st the third—grade level is the first stabe of a

. proposed three-year, evaluaticn cycle of third, sixth, and ninth gzrades in

‘North Carolina‘to aid personnel in maklng accurate decisions reaarding

,"improvement in' the soC1al‘stud1es currlculum. Students were randomly
_ , selected to represent the third-grade popuLa_Lon in the state and the’
;S_ o three geographical regions: Coastal Plains, Piedmont, and- Mountains.
An experimental objective-referenced social studies Instrument was admbil=""
stered to measure students for mastery of selected sccial studies learning ..
tasgks. In additlon, a randomly selected subsample of 450 of these students
took a test consisting of two questions, adninistered orally and requiring
oral responses. To assess mastery, eight obJectlves, drawn from thet
Division ,0f Socail Studies dacument’ "Social Studies Curriculum- Gulde\for
North Carollna," 1ncluded the: following Information Processing, Phy51ca1
Env1ronment Cultural Env1ronment Cultural Universals, Economic Systém, §

;«ﬂfi, Interest.- Results showed that North Carolln“ s third grade students;scored'
a ’ satisfactorily or better on approx1mately 1do—thirds of thé social stud1es
.obJectives measured ‘and that regional d1fferences Were slight.’

- 87. North Carolina State Department of’Public Instructlon, Division of Rese;zch.
State Assessment of Educational Progress in North Carolina, 1973-74, cul- -
O .- -tural arts, grade 3. Raleigh: North. Carolina State Department of Public
g 'Inatruction Division of Research December 1974, 124 pages. ED 120 211.
R MF $0.83. "HC $6.01. I ' , L

& - 'A representat1ve sample of about 2,5000 th1rd graders took- the Cultural
B Arts Test, a perception survey which was part of the 1973-74 State Assess~
ment of Educatlonal Progress in North Carfolina. The test dealt with stu-
_ dents'’ perceptions of their own competence, 1nterests, preferences, and
5 R happiness in the cultural arts; of. their teachers' and principals cul- -
e : : ﬂturalwarts 1nterests, of in-school. and out—of—school -arts activities, of
BN . exposure to artists and ob3ects, and of the general areas of “self, parents,:'
peers; teachers, and . schools- ‘Questions were. asked. related +o four specific
‘cultural arts-areas:. visual arts, music, dance, and speech/drama/poetry. S
- Throughout  the test, the visual arts received more positive responses. than-
" any of the other three areas. .These positive ranklngs might be considered
" typical: (1) visual arts, (2) speech/drama/ poetry, (3) music, and (4) .
. dance. Results~are presented by race and sex,. region, family income- level
.and. parental educational level. There were differences among: “students ffj,
: ~with varying backgrounds, but these differences were not ¢onsistent across
e &l the: sets of items atd across: all four cultural arts axeas. The Cul—
e tural Arts Test is appended G oo

- 88. ,North Carolina State Department of Public Instructlon, D1vis1on of Research
State Assessment of Educational Progress in North Carolina, 1973-74, healrn! o
. and physical education, grade 3. Raleigh: North-Carolina State Department .
“ of Public Instruction, Division of Research, December 1974. 78 pages. ED ..
L 120 212, MT $0. 83+ HC $4. 67 - : 3 :

5
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"In the '1973-74 North Carolina State Assessment approximately 2,500

third-graders took a health test and a pliysical education test. The

» students were randomly selected to represent the thlrd—grade population ‘

in the state as a whole and ™ the three geographic regions . Mountains,
Piedmont, and Costal Plalns.' Both sexes were about evenly represented
About 70 percent were white and 30 percent nonwhite, reflectlng the over-

. all racial composition of the state. The heslth test covered a: varlety

of major health areas such as food and nutrition, dental care, first aid,
safety, personal care, growth and developument, mental health, and enV1oron—

7_mental health. Mator perﬁprmance -was mzasured by the ‘physical education

test. ‘Softballs and balance beams replaced papers and pencils as third-
graders participated in a variety, of physical activities: shuttle run,

89.

wall rebound, stand1ﬁﬁ”ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ“”ﬁﬁpT“5ET3ﬁEé“wEik“"and*throw—ﬁef—daséaneev—~——,———_
No conclusions are drawn about the health test performance because of

its experiemental nature and the absence of solid criteria for judging

good performance. Results of the phys1cal education test are presented

by state, region, race, sex, family income level, and parental education

level. Again, no conclusions were drawn due to the lack of standards of
acceptable motor performance. The two tests are appended \

North Carollna Stote Department of Public )nstructlon, DlJlSlon of Research.
A survey of teachers and principals: Grade 3. State Assessment of Educa-.

tional Progress in North Carolina, 1973-74. Raleigh: North Carolina State

‘Department of Public Instruction, Division of Research, 1975. 111 pages.

ED. 106 Z294. MF‘$0.83., 1HC 6.01.

This report focu,es on results from tescher and principal questlonnalres
administered in each of the schools included in -the 1974 third-grade
state assessment program. According to the 1ntroduct10n, the program

- began a three-year cycle of assessment-in grades 3, 6, and 9. and was de-

signed to collect a broad base of information on educational needs from
students, ‘teachers, and pr1nc1pals ‘The report is- diV1ded inlo two. DL
sections: (a) the primary and elementary tozchers' questionnaire, and '
(b) the pr;mary and elementary principals® report. Each section includes
a’summary of highlights and a detailed presentaticm of results Conclusions
drawn .from the study indicate that (a) elementary teacher attitudes are

good; (b) teachers consistently report good performeice from principals;

(c). teachers desire help with speclal ‘educatison problems;: (d)-more-practi-—— -

cal inservice programs are needed; (e) additional funds ‘for supplies and
materials should be allocated; and (f) there is a need for support per-
sonnel. . Appendixes 1nclude the following: (a) a sample teacher question—
naire; (b) a sample school information questionnaire; (c) summary response"
data elicited from the questionnaires and (d) assumptions and calculations

" tegarding spending on teacher benef:ts, new personnel .and 1nst1tut10na1

OHIO.

90.

materfials.
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Scheid, Karen Filoso. Ohio's Statew1de Needs Assessment.;¢Columbus-- S
Ohio State Department of Education, 1974. 21 pages. ED 109 2L7 . MF $0.83.
HC $§1.67. . ' - o




Ohio's Statewide Needs Assessment is designed to provide baseline data
about students' learning in cognitive areas. Over Several years; students
at various grade levels will be assessed. The areas to be assessed, as
well as the grades of the students to be assessed, will be considered and
advised upon by the ESEA Title III State Advisory Council. The council
recommended that for the first year of assessment, onLv reading be assessed
at grade twelve. The reading assessment instrument to be used in this

Dflrst year contains jitems that assess those ob38ct1ves thought ‘by readlng
--specialists in the Ohio Department of Education to be the most 1mportant.
Tt will be administered to only ‘a sample of Ohio- thlfth graders by school

\ personnel Confidence intervals for each item on the instrument will be
calculated in order to predlct stadent r::erformance.E After” the data from T

" ‘“fhﬁnassessgeﬂQﬂhaﬂa-beer :na}yzed reports presentlng and - exgla:nlqg

the results will be given. Regional meetings may be held throughout the
state to provide further explanation’ of assessment results,; while inter—
pretatlons and 1mp11cat10hs of Title III are discussed.

|
L _ - 2k
OREGON/" -~ I : o
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91. Hall, Mary. Dissemination and utilization'or‘assessmeht results in

' Oregon. Paper presented.at the annual meeting of the National Council
- ‘on Measurement in Education, -Washington, D. C s Aprll 1975 16 paoes.
=E§-110 518. - MF $0.83. HC $1 67.

Improved d1ssem1nat10n and utilization of *eSults from statewide assess-—
ment of student performance is critically nceded. Prior research shows
that 1less than one third ofall states can p10v1de ev1dence of using '
such data to make 51gn1f1cant classes of decisions most frequently cited
as a Justlflcatlon for ‘the initiation of such p1ngrams. Yet the annual
budgets for assessment programs continue to escdlave. The evidence ‘sug-
gests that while statewide assessment programs. are frequeﬁ ly initiated
as part of accountablllty movements, they are seldom accouritable them-
- selves. In an attempt to deal with this problem, the Oregon.assessment
" ., program has initiated.a variety of innovative steps desighed to insure

5 effective dissemination and miximum utilization of annual testing results.

N ' Some of these efforts 1nclude., extensive 1nterv1ew lng and research to
questlons to be: 1npacted by assessment results, prlor research to deter~ '
mine the most effectlve dissemination modes for selected dec181on—mak1ng e
audiences; widespread use of professional and lay adv1sory committees - = ¥
"in the desigi, con uctlng, interpretation, and reportlng of data; simul-""
taneous release of r sults, interpretations, and recommendatlone for-
actions to spec1f1t dlehceS‘ initiation of a sta e manaoement system
LM - to syst smatically utilize assessmert findings in spec1f1c dec1s1ons, con- . ;
S + . tinuing .evaluation of all dissenination and utlllzatlon strategies; and A I
' : _’followup contacts with key dec1s:ron—rnakerc to assure utilization.: T
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7. PENNSYLVANIA ‘ | : ' S \*5§

Brehman, George E., Jr. Attitude toward school learning: The develop- - ™~
ment of a. seventh grade level instrument for measurement of Goal IV of - ™
the Pennsvlvania Educational Quality Assessment program. Harrisburg:
Pennsylvania State Deartment of Education, April 1972. Paper presented
at the annual meeting of the American Educational Research Association,
Chicago, April 1972. 21 pages. ED 062 391. MF $0.§3. HC $1.67,

Tne obJettlves of this study vere twofqia flrst‘ to develop an im~ =
proved version of rhe instruments used to. measure Goal IV. (Attltude  \\K\\\

~ Toward School and Schocl Learning) at the fifth and eleventh grade

levels in the public schools of Pennsylvania under a program of "Eduha«

- Burson, William W.‘ Educational 0uality AssesSment'—”Manual

' tional Quality ‘Assessment' mandated by the leglslature. Secondly, it

was the object of this 'study to develop.items that vweuld measure atti~
tudes toward learning that are 1ndepend9nt of school context.

preting intermediate school reports: Grade 7. Harrisburg: Penusylvania

E September 1373. 119 pages. ED 087 788, MF so 83. HC $6 01

ED 087 787 MF $0.83. - HC $6. 01 S

’1nrerpretat10n of Pennsylvania’s Educational Quallty Assessment Report
..for Grade Nine, General background information is presented-on the . ten

.~ State Department of Education, Bureau of ‘Educational Quality Assessmszi:\;.

Th1s manual is deslgned to a1d the ‘school admlnlstrator and staff in. - .

the interpretation of Pennsylvania's Educational Qudlity Assessment AN

Report for Grade Seven. General background information i presented on
the. ten goals of quality educatlon which includet self esteem, ‘under-~
standing others; basic. verbal and math skills, health habits; interest
in school; c1tvzensh1p, creativity; vocational attltude and. knowledge;
appreciation of human accomplishments; and preparing for a changing |
world. Also presented are brief descriptors of the development field

" testing, the normative group and the actual administrative procedures.j
- The use and importance of input variables is described and illustrated

in several norm charts. How expected scores. are calculated is explalned.-
A replica of-a school quality report for "a hypothetical’ seventh ‘grade
with important points noted composes the bulk of .the manual.  The appendix
includes: school information form; teacher questionnaire and graph of

- normal curve. with z-scores-and percentile equlvalents.

o - - ‘e

Burson, William Y. Manual for 1nterpretxng_;ntermedlate school reportsL
grade 9. Harrisburg: Pennsvlvanla State Department of Education, - -
Bureau of Educaticual Quality Assessment, Septomber 1973. 106 pages.

This manua1 is deslgned to. a1d the school’ administrator and’ staff in thexn_

.goals of quality- edutatlon which were assessed. These goals include:-
self esteem unuerscandlng others; basic verbal and math skills; health-

Ve
“habits;’ interest in school; t1t17ensh1p,-creat1v1ty, vocational attitude

and knowled e apprec1at10n of human accomplishments; and preparing for -
a changlng vorld.’ - #4lso.presented are brief desrrlptlons of ‘the programs 's

. development, field restlng, establlshment of normatlve standards, and actual

66




f\\admlnisc ative procedures. The use and 1mportanc\\b input wvariables 1§
escribed and _illustrated in se%EQR‘ norm charts. How ected scores
'are\caiculated is. explalned. A repiica“of a school quality~geport for a
hvpotbatlcal nint rade with 1mporta\t polnts noted composes a major part
of the mantal.- The~§pgend1\ ‘includes:’ gEQHOl information form; teacher
questlonnaire and grap h-gf normal -curve wit \g scores and percentlle\\\\\

AN _ o ‘

nqu1valents. \}“‘.- e

NG ".Coldiron, J. Rober ‘An 1nvest1e;:55ﬁ\of the utilizat;on%of requested - f\\\;
“assessment 1nformatlon in Pennsylvania school districts>~ Paper presented ‘
;-at-the annual, meetlng of_the American Educatioﬁ‘i\gesearéh ssociition, -
(hzcabo, April 1974 ) 31" pages. ED 093 943.w\dF $0'83\\\§C SAD6. - - '

5 : . S :

fﬁé\use of assessment 1nfurmatlon by school admlnlstrators IEVO;\\B\

‘a statewide assessment progran was investigated. Data from 93 su\Er~w

intendertg were analyzed to determine the relationships ‘between 1nform\\\\

tion usage‘aqd perceptions of assessment information relevance, problem SN
“"identification h\and origin of superincendent. Local dlsseminatlon of \\ii

assessment results. was also.exanined. Information usage was predlcted

by superlntendent,\school ‘and assassment data variables. Resul s in-

dicated that perce1ved\relevance of information was related to informa~ - -
~ - tion usage, but problem 1dent1f1catlon and origln of superlngendent

® was not, nor was dlssem1natlon related to favorableness of results.

I

96. C d1ron, -J. Robert & Sklffington, Eugene W Condition variables’in k
relation to measured student performance:  The use of indicators im ' - L

Penvsilﬁgnl . Denver: Colorado,State Department of Educarlon, CoOperative
Accountabl\lxity Project, November 1975. .89 pages. ED 120 215. MF -$0.83.

HC $4.67. Alsq available from the State Educatiosal Accountg\ility -

K le*051tory (CEQk) Wisconsin Department of Public Instructlon,\126 Langdon .
\\\ - Street, Madison, Uls. °53702.  Free. )

In order to accurately assess quallty education, it is ‘essential to\ob~
s tain objective information sbout student performance in a given school.
' “Before this can be done, it is~ necessary to determine exactly what factors
- are related to student performance. Quality education implies goals, .
methods of reaching them,’and ‘criteria to judge progress in reachlng
them. An indicator is the measurement. of a ¢riterion of progress. Im .
order to discuss indlcators logically, Section I discusses their claSSifi~.
. - catlons. Indlcators are seen as measures of input to the educational
R process, or as measures of the products {output) of the educational process,
Lo ‘and some are seen as both input and output; that is, they are interactive. -
- After a review of the literature, Section III describes briefly the Pennsyl—
U vania assessment program, . student performance measures, indicators used in "
o the Pennsylvanla program, and procedures employed in the analy51s and re-
lationships observed- among indicators... Although. most of the observed

ol o

~iie 7 .relationships are based on’ the assessment of fifth and’ eleventh graders
L ‘ conducted between 1969 and: 1973 addltlonal findings on more\recent
T ' " assessment are also reV1ewed In the final sectior’, some citizen sug- .

5\\;\\\§estlons of indicators are translated from narrative statements to pameri-.
‘calxcggge.' Such coding should" give citizens a-way to. compare thei? school

oy to anot erléEESSi\er to some establlshed standard., o

\
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97.  Guerriero, Carl A. Interest in school and learning. A guide to the
analvsis and interpretation of EQA scores and related intervention
techniques. Guide to strategies for improvement, goal 4, Firsc edltlon.

- Harrisburg: Pennsylvania State Department of Education, Bureau of '
Planning and Evaluation, -1974. 65 pages. ED 114 968. MF $0 83.

- HC $3.50..

L ThlS document is deslgned to assist school district pérsonn€l in the -
NG +identification of intervention strategies ‘that have a good probability
N of increasing the district's mean score on the Goal IV Educational

\\\ Quality Assessment (EQA) 1nstrument. -Appropriate educdtional . research .

has been reviewed and distilled into seven propositions. that are app11~
cable’ to the real world of basic educatlon. In addition to these propo--

' sitions, 1ntervent10n techniques that may affect Goal IV (stuaent interest
in school and’ learning) are described. The interventions, in most cases,
are widely discussed in the literature and are. belng used‘in school
districts throughout the nation. An appendix contains bibliographies
related to these strategies, which include continuous progress plans,
team teaching, open education, learning stations, student contracting}-

Ty individualized instruction, ‘simulation and gaming, programmed instruc-—

i - tion, and peer tutoring. The final section considers related innovative

N -and desexibes a publlcatlon that can help identify school dlstrlcts using
. \\\\\ . these programs. Deciding which of the ﬁropos1t10ns and whlch of the
* , .~ intervention technlques are apprOprlate is left to the scheol district =
'5\\ r \\\staff
~;\\\38° Hogak‘ Josepn L. Apprec1at1ng human accomplishments. A guide to the
2 N analysis. and 1nterpretaﬁmon of EQA scores and related interventioa.

papers. Harrxsburg Pennsylvan&a State Department of Education, Bureau
- of Planning and “Evaluation, 1975\ 84 pages. ID 114 969. MF $0.83.
° HC $4 67. ‘ . . s : :

T Goal IX of the Educarlon Quallty Assessment: (EQa), deals with appreeci-
. ating human accompllsnments.~ -The assessmen .instruments concentrate on
- ~ attitudes that measure the degree of value students place on;areas of
; human accomplishment and the willingness of students to explore environ-
s ments where firsthand experiences are available. The purpose of th1s
paper is (1) to provide school districts concerned about the 1mprOVement
. of student attitudes as they relate. to Goal' IX with clues to strategies

and programs that may effect change," (2) to help school districts utilize

. the EQA School Report as a diagnostic tool for the design and 1mplementa—
tion ¢F curriculum change, .and (3) . to provide suggested strategies ‘and-

- sources of literature-specifically de51gned to focus on Goal IX. Two
distinct approaches are presented The indirect approach analyses the
condition varlables ‘that have 51gn1f1cant correlation: coefficients to’

‘ . Goal IX scores The direct approach analyzes'the student response pat-

Tl terns to the questlonnalro items ‘to determine areas or subscales that

'~ “can serve as a point of. focus for investigating educational researchand

—

! .
1mplement1ng 1ntervent10nfstrateg1es. The document, also d1SCusses inter-"

Ventlon technlques and ong01ng programs. . Ab, extens1ve blollography and.
‘appendlxes that provide a sample school report and describe avallable in-
‘ formation: pacﬁets are included. : ,

H -
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Kend dig, Thomas E. Pennsylvania's Educational Quality Assess ent:. The

" cluded the development, field testing and ref1n1ng of the instruments ‘for:

g “dete
‘k:exi

, three is_the actual assessment of schools, ‘which is.a continuing activity g

~ was mailed to 962 nnrs1ng home adm1nistrators ‘and | Sapervisory ‘level per-ﬁrJ

’;credit programs or. courses of the Long’ Term Care Unit and 480 administra-"
. tors:who had not attended any programs. Of the 962 questionnaires mailed

. and. profess1onal), their preferences for further education (bachelor's

first step to educational change. Harrisburg: Pennsylvania ftate.De*
partment of Education, Bureau of Educational Quality Assessment, April
©1974. Paper presented at the annual. meeting of the American éducational e
Researth Assdciation, Chlcago, Aprll 1974. 9 pages. " ED 090 ZFZ. 'NF‘\ ;

' $0. 83 JRC 81.67. g : A

G

An assessment program- waswdevelopedetoeneasure the“efficiencyiof .educa=. 5
tional programs used in the school districts fhroughout Pennsylvania~—\wwgwﬁ,ﬂ'
"The effectiveness of ‘the school ‘was determined by measuring its product,. )
collectlve student performance. This required a design which takes 'into
account other conditlons which appear to ‘contribute to student performance.
Implementlng the model was carried out in- -three . phases.' Phase one in- -

.each of the goals, the procedures for .collecting data about students,
:'school™and community cond1tions, and computer analytic techniques for'
g;mining the. relatlonshlp of ‘'school and community conditlons ‘whichr
with student performance.: Phase' two concerned itself with *He col—‘
lection ‘of-information. stratified from ‘a state’ representative and" phase :

begun in 1970.  The assessment findings can be used to provide a focus
.for. examinlng individual student..test results. which exist, to measure'
the effectlveness of curr1culum changes and ‘'to prov1de objective data to

Y

support requests for programs and equipment.l']_ az\t

Kleppick Annabelle L . &‘Costanzo Nancy L°i “An educational needs
agsessment’ of -long ‘tetm care administrative personnel in the common—
_wealth of Pennsylvania. Pittsburgh .Pittsburgh Univ., Graduate - -

chool of Public Health. 152 pages. ED 124 713. MF $o 83. HC sa 69.

The Graduate School of Public Health University of Plttsburgh directed ‘}fn
‘its: efforts towards providing continuing education courses. to" enable L e
long term'care administrators to. qualify for relicensure in accordance _
with °annsylvania s’ requ1rementr .Because of the divers1ty of administra—
‘tors” éducational. background more: data were needed to establish a sys—
temat1c basis for. program planning._ In September 1973, a questionnaire

‘sonnel. . Two’ groups were surveyed 482 students who had attended non=--

473 (49%) were returned; . The major. portion of the document’ (54 pages)
presents without dlscussion the survey responses, showing the character~
vistics of - adminlstrators and non—adminlstrators (environmental, personal

degree, master’s -degree, crest courses. only, and non~credit courses),
~and program, format preferences A description of the potential student
body for a degree program and implications for' planning are-derived Hy
‘from the responses.  Appénded materials include: sample cover letter,
" the survey fotm;: tabulated responses, a list of administrator degree
maJors, and a map of Pennsylvanla s baccalaureate and master s external
degree programs ‘ : ~ :

\ oW
' ' -

W
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“y .. 10l Lelght, Robert L. Testing of "citizenship" in the EQA: A critique.
' - Soc1a1 Studies Journal 1975. & (3), 42-49. _EJ 126 933.

. The Pennsylvania Educational‘Quality Assessment (EQA) is criticized
for confusing. the distinction, between achievement'and attitudes, the
distinction betwéen” c1t12enshi and conformity, .and failing to incor—-
porate moral educatlon : )

. . “ . . .
\ : \

102, ;Masters, James R. & Shannon, Gregory A " Pennsylvania's preparing for|
a changing world instrument: A validation study.. Paper presented at+
3

5 o _ ‘the annual meeting of the National Council on Measurement in Educatlo

L - Washington, D.Ce, April 1975. 18 pages. 'ED 110 523. \MF $0 83
R HC *“1.67. ﬁj - ' . . . : ,

'The vallditles of the Pennsylvanla dducatlonal Quallfy Assessmenf (EQA)
Preparing for a Changing World Instruments au. ‘grades 5, 8 and 1l were .
ﬂinvestigated The §tudy was carried out in a: subuiban School district
. where. man; students had. experienced a great deal of change in their
i lives. At each grade level. approximately 60 students‘ ho had: experienced
- .a great deal of- change - and 60 studnnts wht‘“ad experienced little ‘change -

. participated.  Each stude.t resPONdp”~' EQA inst’uﬁent'”;xkopriate
to his/her grade level.. At each ‘grags % teachersjwere asked to choose
students high and low inm emotlonal fo  titude." Indz vestlgating the

t

- validities of the 1nstrumean, EQA scores of studentf rated high were
compared with those of students rated low. ”he study. provrded some
evidence for the. validity of the EQA instrument at éach grade level.
Valndity support was gathered for the total 1nstrufent, for the Ineffec-
tive Solutions ‘subtest, and for the Effective Solutions subtest, however,
no validity support was found for the Emotional A Justment subtest. In .
general, stronger valldlty support was found for jthe instruments when
responded to by students who had experiencedi a freat deal of: change than

N when reSponded to by students who had experlerced llttle change.

5103;' Pennsylvanla State Depar*ment of Educatlon. Educatlonal Quality Assess—

: " ment in Pennsylvanla-—The first six years. ~H rrisburg. ‘Pennsylvania ‘

S ' State Department of Educatlon, 1973, 21 pag ED 088 925. 'MF $0.83.:
T HC $l 67. . 7 \ R

Voo Rev1ewed in thls public relatlons publlcatlon is an overview of programs,

goals, and procedures written for parents and lay groups .as Well as seg-.
(ments of the educational community. i
Lo 5104;,;Rennsylvania State,Department of Education,’Bureau‘of;Planning and Evalu 5
' - ation.. Educational fuality Assessment. Manual for interpreting elementary .
- school reports. 'Harrlsburg Pennslyvania State Department of Education;. ,j'
Bureau of Palnning and Eaaluatlon, 1974 66 pages. ED 101 003. MF $0 83. .°
HC $3.50. ; . T Tm—— ' ‘ . |

This mannal is designed to accompany Pennsvlvania Educational Quality‘
'Assessment (EQA) elementary school reports for a district. - The manual

1s not‘intended to. stand alone, it is an a1d to school admlnioerators

P ; , - S




105,

and other staflf members for understcane
$chools. Information includes:  parcicipating schools, administration’

'ing the reports of their respective

procedure, nature of: the questionn tires, Pennsylvania's 10 goals of quallty

- education, percentile rank by goal uxedxcted score range,‘ccndltlon ‘vari-
‘ables, student distributions for fcognitive measures,- crlterion referenced
;sL01ing model’,. samp’e school reporc,ta status proflle, teacher questlon--
’naire, and normal furve w1th z-scores and percentile equ1\alents.,, .

Pennévlvania Stxte Departmtnt oE Education, Bureau of Plannivg and Evalu-

ERIC-

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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007. " MF $0.83. HC $3.50. T SRS L

”;hls manual is desxgned to accompan" ennsylvania Educatlonal Quality

ation. Educational Quality Assessmzat.  Hanual fOF iNCErpreting. 1nL*T-‘

‘mediate school reports. Harr1sbu%~ - Pennsylvania State Uepartment of -

Education, Bureau of Planning and’ E: aluatlon, J97h 67 pages. “ED 101"

D

Assessment (EQA) junior high school repn“ts for a district. ' The manual
is not 1ntended to stand alone; it 1§ an a1d ‘to school admlnlstratorsv»'

“-- and other staff mewbers for understandlng the reports ‘of theirrespective’

'e'schools. Informatlon 1ncludes.\ part1c1pat1ng schools,'admlnistratlon B

106,

107.

'procedure nature;of the questlonna res, Pennsylvanla s 10 goals of :

quality. educatlon, percentlle rank tv goals, predicted score range, con—'

~ dition varlables, student dlstrlbut ons for CdgnltiVe measures, criterlon—
‘ referenced scoering: model, samole sgxmol report a SEELUS profile, teacher

questlonnalre, and normal curve w1t. z~ scores and percenﬁile equlvalents." B

g -

Pennsylvan1a State Department of Ed"'atlon, Bureau of Plannlug and Evalu~ A‘
ation. Educatlonal Quality Assesswent; Manual for 1ntergret1ngﬁsecondary :

schocl reports. Harrisburg PennS\lvanla State Department of Educatlon,

Bureau of Plannlng and Fvaluatlon, ’974 - 67 pages. ED 101 006 HF $0 83{
HC §3 50. - L - . . ‘ s . _

'

This" manual is des1gned to accompanv Pennslyvanla Educatlonal Quallry

Agsessment (EQA) 'secondary school ‘reports ror a dlStTiCt.‘ The manual is’
not. 1ntended te stand alone; it is en ‘aid to school admlnlstratorswand

- other staff nembers for understandl g the reports of thelr respective
~ schools. Informat*on dincludes: ‘participating vchools, administratdan/
_procedure nature of the questionnalres, Pennsylvanla s 10 goals of ‘+};

quality -education, per.entile -rank by goal, predicted score range, con— "7

dition’ variables,‘student dlstrlbutlons for cognitive measures, crlterlon—
referenced scor%we'model sample school report .a’ status proflle, teacher

,questlonnalre, and normal curve witn z—scores and pqrcentlle Pquivalents..

v . @

Pennsylvania State Departmentﬁqf Ed"~at10n, Bureau of Plannlng and Evalu-%'
ation, Educational QualityﬁAsseSSrant\pub11c1ty suggestionsor ... 1Is.

- Auybody out there listening ... talking? Harrisburg: = Pennsylvania

State Department of Education, Bureau of Planning: and Evaluatlon, 1974,

ﬁ‘50 pages. "VD 100 968. MF $O 83. rC $2. 06

ﬂ;The‘Pennaylvania Deparﬁnenf of Educa tion suggests a scheme of what a.

- school district wmight /do in"the way of preassessment: pub11c1ty, con=-

. current publlClty, and. postassessment ' publicity’ ‘regarding; Educational
:Quality Assessment. (EQA) reports.! A case study is: presented of a hypo=i
'thetlcal school dlaCrLLt with' flve tlementaxy schools, two Junror highs,

e
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and a senior high which received eight EQA reports. The prgé/;tations v
are.suggestive, not: prescrlpriVe Sample releases, letterg to parents, i
memos. to teachers, statements to puplls, etc. are prOVld%ﬂ;aS examples
of tnese different methods of 1nformatlon dlssemination,/

i
l
!
!

- 108: Pennslyvanla State Department of Education, Bureau of éianning and Eva1u~
7 ation: EQA school represehtative s handbook. Harrigburg: Pennsylvania
i State Departnent of "Education), Bureau of Planning aéZ/Evaluation,‘l975
13 pages. ED 106 323, - MF. $0: 83 qc $1 67 / = |
Step—by~step instructions for the school represeﬁtative res ponSiblepfor
* ¢Educationel Quality Assessment in- Pennsylvania/‘re provided. ~ The repre-~
sentative, who is. eVpected to .attend Quallty A'sessment Workshops, is
~ given information ghout ‘how . to schedule the: a ministration of the . .
‘_quastionnaire, how ‘to .collect district and suhopl data, and how to deter—*‘“‘
"i.-mine whether sufficient' and correct aSSessm nt matnrials ‘have been re—';;;<ﬁf
- ceived. . Besides -administering .and distrib ing the questionnai“ ¥ e :
representative is reSpons1ble for trainlng(monitorsw< AEtET question~lVfT*f
. naire completion, ithe - representative must ehefE’the matetﬂzr'“ n
‘?,accuracy and then return them to the appropriate address as 1dentifi d
fon a summary chart. o { ‘ S e , e

[

) Pennsylvanra State Department of Education, Bureau of Pianning and Evalu-iff~
“ation. .Monitor's handbook, Educational Quality Assessment.  Elementary.

-~ Harrisburg: Pennsylvania State Department of Education, Bureau of- Plannivg

' and. Evaluation, 1975. l" pages. ED 106 3°4 MF $0 SJ.v HC $1 67

fouiwr. "Honitors are provided W1th step—by—step dlrections on how to administer .
CoEL .~ Pennsylvania's: Educational Quality Assessnent Questionnalres to.’ elementary
e - school pupllS. They are told what materials are ‘needed; how to ‘keep -
»materlels secure, ‘and what to do if a studenB misses a session., Monitors
 are.gilven suggestions for . questionnaire admi 1stration and told what to
“do and‘say in each of the four s1tt1ngs. , B
- 110, ‘Pennsylvania btate Department of Educatlon, Bureau of Plannlng and’ Evalu—““";
e _ationy Menitor's handbook, F ducational’ QualltyﬁAssessment.m Intermediate,‘;
IR Harrisburg ' Pennsylvania: State Department.of Education, Bureau of Flannlng
® " and, valuation, 1975. 13 pages.a~ED 106. 325 WF $0. 83.” HC $1 67

- MonitorS« re prov1ded W1th step—by—step d1rectlons on how to administer
Pennsylvanla s :Educational Qualit Ly Assessment Questionnaires to’ inter~
‘mediate school: pupils They are told. what materials are needed "how to.
keep materlals secure, dnd what to do 'if a* st‘denL misses 'a ‘session.
”Vonltors are. given ‘suggestions’ for questionnalre admlnistratlon and told

 lwhut to do and say.in each of the four 51tt1ngs. -

L,

111, - Pennsylvanla State Department of Educatlon, Buleau of Plagplng and: Evalu-’
v atjon. ‘Monitor's handbook, Educational, Qualigv Assessment. . Secondary. °
' Harrisburg: Pennsylvanla State’ Department of & ducation, ‘Bureau of Planning
and E&aluation, 1975 33 pagcs. ED 106 376 “MF qO 83. . HC. Sl 67
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L Monitors are provides with step-by-step directions oa how to administer |
' ‘Pennsvlvania's *ducaticnal Quality Assessment Questionnaires to secondary.
~school pupils. “Thew are told what materials are needed, how to keep
materials secure, and what to do if a student misses a session. Monitors
are given. suggcstions for qutstionnaire admlnlstration and told what to

- do'and say in each of “the. four s*tting v

112, Pennsylvania State’Department of Public Instruction. Proceedings of the
‘ ,State Advisorv Committeée on the Assessment of ZEducatiornal Quality (list,
Harrisburg,.Pénnsvlvania, February, 1968). ‘Harrisburg:  Penfisylvania
".State Departnent of Public Instruction, Febriary 1968. 49 pages. ED
081 /87 "HF $0 83. HC $2 06.. ° ' :
Proceed"ngs of .the first meeting of the State Adv1sory Committee for the
Pennsylvania Bureau of Quality ‘Education, ASsessment are prov1ded . The
proceedings are comprlsed of the follow1ng'%/Superintendent s Mealage,
" Charge to,the Commlttee The Plan for’ Assess1ng Educational Quality in oo
" Pennsylvania; What Will. Quality Education ‘AsSessment Measure”; Progress;_g;ﬁ
Report on' the National Assessment ProJect,~Summary of Comménts and Sug~
~ gestions; and oouclnszon., Concerns of- the committee Were related ‘to ‘the .~
'sampling proredure ‘for ‘the’ April 1968 testlng,vthe drawback of ‘the: plan ‘ﬁf
. in the reliance ‘on paper and pencil self-report instruments, the items .
language in terms of - aifflculty level and of semantics, the working of -
cerfain- 1tems which seemed to imply a value Judgment of the behav1or S
e T quesrion, and.the need to establish a list of ' gu1delines for ’

ot
-

.;// ’ teachers concerning the nature of the assessment and 1ts purposes. B

o - : ) . o

133, Pennsylvania State Env1ronmental Educatlon Adv1sory CounciJ Env1ron~ o
. "mental’ education repoit - Pennsylvaniag Environme1ta1 Education Advisory
Council. Harrisburg: Pennsylvania State Environmental Lducation ad~ .
?_v1sory Council, January l974 30 pages.“~ED 125 867.‘ MF $0 83 HC $2. Oé.w,k

In l973 thp Pnnnsylvania Environmental Education Advisory Council was
charged’ with surveying the' current’ status of env1ronmental education in .
- the state’ and preparing recommendatlons for the development and subsequent
lmplementarlon of 'a broad- based environmental ‘education program plan
for kindergarten through grade twelve (K-12). 'The Council was asked:
also to recommend teacher education programs needed to insure the sucress
o of the K—l7 programs. The' results of the Council's survey are printed
in this report. Divided into a number of parts, the ‘sections-of: the
- report include the necessity for. environmental education programs, and
recunmendatlons. An appendlx contains a deFlnition of cnvironmental
cedncatlcn and a listing of school dlStriCLS anSWering the survey

llL. Russell Nolan E- “Cett1ng71n31de the EOQA lnventory Grade 8 Harris-
' burg: Pennsvlvanla(State Departmerit of Educatlon,vBureau of Planning = E
‘and Evaluation, 1974 69 pages. ED 103 468 MF $0.83. HC .$3. 50 e emtoi
= < .
~4Altnough it is dlfficult\Both to determine educational goals and to
~ mésure goal attainment, the Educational OQuality Assessment Inventory. .
- (EQAI) has ambltiously tackled both problems. During'’ a . five~year period
45 separate 1nstruments containlng over 2000 items were constructed

ERI!
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revised, rejected, and accepted in preparation for the present inventoty.
This inventory has scales which independently measure different facets |of .
educativonal goals including basic skill acnlevenent, social and health |
habits, feelings toward self and others, value-placed on learaing-and |
Jdwuman accoemplishment, interest in. creative activities, and: methods of - \

~  coping with freedom. The battery of tests'was administéred to 253,226
‘students attending 240 Commonwaalth intermediate schools.  Though in-
dividudl names were erased prior to test scor'” , information. necessary\

to identify general student groups was obtalned through questions of * y

”“¥w¥“~ﬁ¥w—~—sex~«ability~level,—and £father . occunatlon. - Answers_were scored by both |

‘ norm-referenced and criterion-referenced methods. . Selection of these .|
complementary scoring metheds enhance the concept that result account—
ability-goes beyond the school Recognltlon of many experiences shaplng

..the educational progress of an ind1v1dua however, does not detract - . '

from efforts to restructure ‘schor i programs 1n hOpes of goal attainment.

- 115. Russell Nolan F. Gett1ng 1ns1de the EOA 1nventory. Grade 1i. . Harr1Sff7'
‘ burg: Pennsylvan1a State: Department of "Education, Bureau of Planning
“and Evaluation, _1975 .70 pageS\ ED 109 198. MF $0. 83. HC $3 50

The Secondary Form of the Educatlonal Qual1ty Assessment (EQA) Inven—‘ .

“tory is designed for 11th grade students in ‘Commonweal th public schools.

Test scales ‘are:. des1gned to measure some .facet: of state quallty assess—

ment goals. Along with basic SklllS, the various 1nstruments examine:,

(1) social and health habits, (2) feelings toward self and others, (3).

-value placed on learning and human accomplishment,. (4) interest in

creative activities, (5). methuds of coping witlh frustration, and (6)

) .attitudes toward vork and: career planning. .Extensive investigation

e * concerning the consistency of s tudent” revponses w1rh1n each scale and
‘the stability- of student: responsés to the scales over time has beeén
‘conducted. ' Total scales.yielded hlgh internal donsistency reliability

- while shorter sybscales were- weak. Strong. correSpondence between" ratings
made by teachers and scudent scores was demonstrated for seven of the b
attitude scales. The unit of analysis of all data: received from the™
EQA was the school.. The 1nventory provided information on: ' (1) student~
" body " standing on each composite goal test relatlve to -8 statew1de reference '

: . ‘group, (2) 'student-body standing relative to groups simllar in home"and

“ive it school environments; and (3) proport1on of student—body who demonstrated

' minimum positive: attitudes. -

I3
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SOUTH CAROLINA**ASSESSMENT PROGRAM LT

e N

116.‘ South Carol1na State Department of- Educatlon, Otflce of Planning.‘ A
' plannlng model for operationalizimg. long—range educational objectives.:
“Columbia:.  South Carolina State Department: of tducatlon, Office. of:

f‘ Plann:ng, August 1971. 42 pages. ED 100 038 ‘WF $0.83. HC $2 06.

' ThlS document reports on the efforLs«of the South Ca*ollna State Depart~“

‘ ment of - qucatlon “to develop a comprehensive educatlonal plannlng capability
"""" 1 and a.dynamic model were: ceveloped to help in the iden-.

‘ t1f1catlon of educational needs and in_ the evaluatlon of publlc educat1on S

“
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L1170
‘ 'j""Educatlonal Obl;ctlves for. l975" " Columbia: South Qardlina State, S
Ji‘Department of qucation.- 33 pages ED 080 603 MF'$0;83;4‘HC §2.06.

‘ > . r *QSfd" o S e : e

4dn the state. The assessment model relates instructional program areas

to population, program, and student. characteristics through the use of
an educaitional evaluatlon matrlh In several 1nsrructional areas, cri-
terion measures are COmpareu with status measures to identify discrepancies. -

.~ On the basis of’ thesa discrepancles, ‘educational needs are established.
- The dynamic model {s. ‘a, framework to assess and direct educationa] change. .

After a review of assessment study results, the dynamic model is employed
to give priority” rankings to identified needs. . The document examines.

~the channels for decision making in the. olanulng process and presents a :
"flow chart for developing program documents. Major participants in the '
‘planning process include the state board of- educatlon, the state. superin~‘..\

tendent of educatlon, the superintendent's executlve planning commlttee,

‘ and tne orflce of plann1ng ' : e A

‘,-. o . ’ o /f.

Trull; J. Raymond A brlef background of the establlshment ot the.

T Following a brief d1scussion of the development of the South Carollna B

118.

Educational ObJectives for 1975 M needs assessment data,are pravided ,
These data provide the- cr1ter1a,"status measure, and discrepancy related |
to' school dropouts;; instruction in basic skills,,program for the handi-
capped,'state—w1de klndergarten, f1rst grade fa*lures, and occupatlonal
training. : k : ' :

' oo : o e S S ol
Finch, John-M. Abstract: Fall, I97é,,South/Carolina Statewide Testing »
Program, volume 1, number 15. .Columbia: South ‘Carolina State Departmentf

~ of Education, Office of Research February l975 23 pages.' ED llO 476.

MF $0:83. HC $1.67. . .

The Fall 1974 South Carolina StateW1de Testlng Program was admlnnstered R

to. nearly all of South Carolina's fourth and seventh grade students ‘and

a sample of ninth and eleventh grade students participated in the’ testing

.-program. There were 49,068 fourth graders,-about 98 percent) ‘and ‘53, 662

. seventh graders, about’™ 99 percent, tested., A representative sample of

' the state's. ninth and.- eleventh grade students, approximately 11 percent, :
Ewere tested. - The results provide a picture of the. performance of fourth'
‘and ‘seventh grade public- school students in the state. Additionally, the

sample. of ninth and eleventh grade publlc school students allows their e

. 'test scores to- be. generallzed to:the ninth and eleventh grade public.
_school students in South ‘Carolina. 'The Comprehens1ve Tests” of Basic: Skilis -

(CTBS); Yorm S, were employed to measure ‘student's: knowledge in the areas
of reading, language' mathematics, reference skills, science, and social

- studies.. The" CTBS/has been standardlzed ‘on the basis of a sample of"
' approx1mately 150, 000 students drawn from across the: natloh South
'“Carollna 'student’ CTBS scores were, compared to the national medians. ‘The

comparisons showed that South Carolina's fourth, seventh ninth, and

f"eleventh grade students con51stentlyasﬁo?ed’iEGEr than the national median.

Finch John Mo Abstract. Fall l974 Sourh Carolina Student Sulvey and
Attltude/Inventorv. Volume I, number 18.° Columbiat: South/barolina State

f,Department of Education, Offlce of Research May 1975. 43 pages.  ED lll
3876 ’MF $0 83 HC $2 06 o ]
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' The Fall, 1974 °outh Carolina Statewide Testing Program 1ncluded an

achlevement test; the Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills; the Short |

‘Form Test of Academic Aptltude, and .the: Student Survey and Attitude“«‘

Inventory ($SAI), which is the: SUbJeCt of ‘this report. The SSAT: was

" administered in November 1974 to 48,107 students. Most of South Carolina’s. .

‘-partlclpated in this" phase of the program. The bSAI is'an. instrument
... which measures how students feel .about themselves,: other people, ‘and.
the world; it is seen as having potential for examinlng the: attltudes S
. of "students and obtaining an indication oflchange in’ their, self-concept.‘

7“gm;cussion, a detailed. model of the S$SAI, and a. computer prlntout report - -
'*'of ‘the Staterde, seventh grade student survey section of the SSAI i

“*jgohnson, Lynn M., & Flnch John~M

... Department of Educatlon, Office of" Research March 19/6 102 pages"
' ED 121 847 MF $0 83. HC $6 Ol ' o L ;

fthe program's hiaturical origins.and. changes -that have occurred ‘over ‘the -

and state levels: Chapter three” consi, is of four sections related to the fm

seventh grade. students and a sample of ninth and" eleventh grade students

This document contains the SSAI Form A, questionnalre results and dis=

VSouth Carollna Statewide Testing
Program,. ‘Fall, 1975.. Ceneral report. jColurrla'5 South: Carolina State :

The hlghllghts of outh Carolina s Statewide Testing ProgramnwFall 1975
are summarlzed g ohapter one prov1des an overview of the report including

past five years. as wtll As.a delineatlon of. the” program s. maJor objectives.fff:

‘Chapter two is concerned w1th ways. in which the" performance scores can .

be utilized, ways in which the. ind1V1dual achievement /data can be utilized.'f ;
at the classroom and school levels, and the ways Ain which ‘the aggregated
achievemenr and attitude data can’ ‘be utilized at the school, distrlct,

methodology employed in conducting the preject. Chapter four presents the'“

o performance of students jin grades four, seven,- and. eleven on’the’ Compre—'““

FnensiVP Tesfs ‘of Basgic. SKills. (CTBS) Chapter- five presents the most"

interesting. res ults of grade eleven students on the ‘Student Survéy and

o

- Attitude Tnventorv. - The - append1CPS contains CIBS summary’ of results for’ .

“South Caralina and an annotated copv of the South Carolina Student Survey

and Attltude Inventory, Form. B. —

~

i Arterbury ,Elv1s H., et al. Ident1f1cat10n and measurement of career

“eddcation- outcomes A Texas model. Journal of Career Education 1976

2 (3, 24-37. EJ 137 404,

As part of a statewide assessment plann1ng effort to establlsh career
education in iTékas, .basic information was sought. . Procedures used to
find out what. commuaity members thought student development should be in

 térms of career educatjon are descrlbed The practicalit) and feas1b111ty o

of measurlng the student outcomes 1dentif1ed are discussed

~

76 'j'
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122. Glenn’ Haven, Achievement Center. i Psxcho—motor needs assessment of
Virginia school children. Fort Collins, Colorado:“ Glen Haven Achieve-
ment Center, May 1973. 219 pages.‘ ED 093 -899. WF $0.83. _ HC $ll,3i

An efFort ‘to assess psycho-motor (P—W) needs among Vlrglnla chlldren in
K-4 and in- speclal primary classes for the educ cable’ mentially retarded
is presented..” Included are. methods for selectlng, combining, and devel-
oping evaluation measures, ‘which are verlfied statlstlcally by analyses.
S . of data ¢ollected from a stratitied sample of approx1mate1y 4,500 children.’
e ... A séreening instrument to be utilized by classroom teachers in the ideni- h
e fication of suspected deficiencies in P-M functioning wag completed*f0r~'~l
an additional 1,803 children. A wide range of deficiencies in psycho-.
motor functlonlng were revealed in all grade levels: examined  The pat— R
tern of incidence indicates that for a large number of children; e S

<4 0n the basls of, thls study three major. areas of concern reqdire furt Y .
vattentlon. () teacher educatlon geared . towarc awareness ‘and development
‘of P-M functioning, (2) expan51on of . curriculum to include objectives,,‘.'- '
- and "(3) further. development of test’ 1nstruments “and 1nvest1gat1on of - the s
—H doma1n. S R - ‘ % '

“<»af[ﬁ"123' Ph1111ps, Francis T., Jr.o Vlrglnla Educattonal5Needs Assessment of
o ‘ public school children in the cognitive, affective’and psveho—motor
domains. Paper presented at the annual meeting of ‘the American Educa— ‘
3 tional Research Assoclation, Chlcago Aprll 19/4, 65 pages. ED 093
“Nxs934 MF $0.83. HC $3. 50.

VkThe study 1dent1f1ed the crltlcal educatlonalineeds oﬁ\each geographlcal
area in ‘the state and indicated -that measurement should be in terms’ of
. the: cognltive -and affertive behav1or of studants. Phase one’ “of ‘the "

© study was condurted on the concept ‘that the &chool” and classroqm, ‘as B

a social system, provides the: setting within which the self~ ~system. of ST
“‘the learnestls expressed in three output areas:: 1earner -oriented. °

,i;‘behav1or in the cognitive donaln, learner—oriented ‘behavior im’ ‘the -

- :affectrve doma1n, and ‘the: interrelatlonshlps of . these - cognltive and ,

.b'affectlve ‘behaviors. These ‘behavioral outputs were con81dereq a5 in-

. dicators of. self—perceptlons -verbally expressed behaviors, and mani- .

- fest Jehaviors which- the learner originally possessed-on: entry toithe .

. 'school and’ c1assroom. Phase two, concerned with the. psycho—motor (P-M)
. domain,- ylelded information about-‘the: nature: ‘of the ?=M domaln, data , '
:regarding 1nstruments of measurement and inciderce flgtres for the e

school population. . Eight separate areas of P-M functlonlno were' aésessed

- Through phase two of the needs’ assessment study. in all three domalns,' ‘
~Virginia hopes to become fully accountﬂble for prov1d1ng quality educa— -
‘tion for every ch11d in the public schools of the commonwealth

L
\ o
= o
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124, Brouillet, Frank B. Yhase IV: Educational needs assessment for Wash-
1ngton state students.  March -1973. (Summary). Monterey, Calif.: CTB/
McGraw Hill, March 1973. 42 pages.. ED 086 725. MF $0.83. HC $2.06.

- Alsc available from Dr. Frank B. Brou1llet, Superlntendent of Public "
Instructlon Olympla, WA 98504, -

The- results of the Washington Elementary Educational Assessment Project
" (WEEAP) are presented in this report. The purposes of the assessment -
~ project were (1) to assess the read1ng and mathematics achievement in-

- Washington elementary schools by sampling fourth and s1xth grade students
in randomly selected school bu11d1ngs,‘(2) to 1dentify 1nstructional
-objectives. and ‘to determine the. degree to which’ students are achieving S
‘those objectlves, -and (3) to determine- the degree to which students are
achiev1ng the lievel _expected of them. =Three instruments were admlnistered o
concurrently.a;he California Achlevement Tests, 19703 the Short Form
"Test of Academlc Aptitude;’ and.a fact sheet describing school character—'
istics, complzted by school personnel . 8ix main- conclus1ons were drawn :
“from the results of the assessment, . 1nclud1ng the fact :that the students.
gnnerally scored as anticipated in read1ng and signiflcantly below ex~:”§
pectatlon 1n mathematvcs. S T P :

Sy

125, Rasn, Alfred Jr., kotiles§ Richard. ‘Usine the Anchor Test Study in
state assessment. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American
oo Educatlonal Research ‘Association,  San Trdnc1sco, April 1976 -9 pages. °
. ED 124 576.. MF $0.83, HC $1.67. | A :
. ~7, TN o e - \
i ‘A report is, given on e&i years' experlence in using the Anchor Test Study
_? (ATS) norms, developed by the Educational Testing Service under cofitract’
i to the U. 8. Office of Education as part of thex Washington ‘State: Assess— k4
2 ment- program. ‘In. the first _year, the desire to" develop a state reading
: achievement ‘profile through the ‘application of’ the ATS norm tables ‘was’
3 incorporated into the Washington State ESEA Title III needs. assessment ©
) plan for" fiscal year 1974. . A 20% . sample of schools conta1ning grade 6"
was. drawn and attempts made to. collect s1xth~grade test data’ compatible
with the ATS tables\\ The data were tabulated: and reported as total reading
;mean . scores and standard deviations for. the state as a whole and for . =~
“ten categories’ based on districr size. - Because ¢f sampling ‘and data’ col—'
lection problems, ‘changes were ‘made-'in the second 'year's endeavor. A1l
d1strjcts using tests covered by the ATS norms were given .the opportunity
to contrlbute data. No- attempt was ‘made to generalize beyond the popu—
lation supply1ng test- restuls, but- fhé analysis .was’ expanded to. include o
S . the reading subtests and grades\é ‘and 5 as weli as grade 6. '
Sl }"\\ : : \ | . .

: . L . “; . \\ !
;, |

. A S
‘ WEST VIRGINIA B RN i'

;126; Puzzuoll, Dav1d A, s Alexander, Donald L. A study of the West Virginia
"‘State County Testing,Program. Morgantown.; West Virginia Univ., .College
;’ot Human Resources and ‘Education, April, 1971 181 pages. ED 056 060..
| MF $0.83. HC $10 03. -~ . B '
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In September 1962, the State Board of Lducatlon initiated a broad annual
study' of the academic achievement and scholastic aptitude of West Virginia
public sthools called the State-County Testing Program.. The results of
‘this program in Region II West Virginia schools “for 1965766 - 1969- 70
~are analyzed to: (1) identify disc ernable trends; (2) find any significant:
'd1spartt1es between results of the Testing Program and the objectives of
the' Comprehensive Education Program; (3) prov1de an -item analysis on
achievement tests used in the State-County Testlng Program for academlc

year 1969-70. S .
) 'NISC‘ONSIN e . {\
& 2‘*:NE§7;; Wisconsin State Department of Public Instructlon Division foF Manage—

ment and Planning Services. Interpretive report on the Wisconsin State
" Mathematics. Assessment, 1973 'pifot year. Vol. 1, report 2. Madison:
g o . -Wisconsin!:ate Department of, Public Imstruction, Division for Manage-
4% 77 ment and 1 «uning Services, 1974. 71 pages. Available from the Depart-— '
R ment of Pubrlc Instructlon,1126 Langdon Street Madison, Wis. 53704.;vj
'.Free. ' - : - ; : ‘

*'This Teport contains an 1nterpret1ve analysis of ind1v1dual test items
.used .in the~1973 Wisconsin “jtate Mathematics. Assessment at grades 3 and .
7. - The sampling procedures, organization, interpretatlon of ‘data ;tlmi-“
rarlons, and useful definitions-of the test, and test results are discussed.
The analysis includes an evaluation of -each.test item and provides recom-
mendations where -appropriate. Offered are general 1nterpretive conclusions.
'The appendlh consists of an exemplarv mathematlcs program for grades K--8.

o128, Wisconein State Depart‘ent of Publlc_Instruction, Division for Management~
- ard-Planning’Services. ' Interpretive report on the Wisconsin State.
‘ReadlngAAssessment. 1273 pllot vear. Volume I, report-3. Madison'~‘ ,
_ Wisconsin State Department of "P:iulic Instructiong Dlvision for Management’
- and Planning Qerv1ces, 1974, - 134 pages. . Available from the Department
of Publlc Instructlon, 126 Langdon Street, Madison, Wis. ,53702. TFree.

. The readlng assessment unde>tak9n by the Department of Publlc Instructlcn:;
in May 1973 was a pllOt study. As such its- primary purpose was to pro-~. ‘
“vide information for futire assessment instruments, a mlnistration pro—: .-
cedures, sampling procedures,‘and data analysis alternatlves. Thus, this
document contains a cr1t1cal examination of ‘the pilot procedures as well:

Teon . as an Ttem by item report of the results of the first testing program and

T e 1ntnrpret1ve statements about the results. General comments -are made’

‘ ’ pertaining to’ strengths and veaknesses of the instrument, ‘and where perti~'
nent,; examples of specific items are discussed.  The report cons1ders ‘
'cdmpllng procedures, implicaticns, and suggestlons for future. assessment
‘The data amalysis chapters reproduce all the actual items: (in miniature) \
‘with evaluative comments ‘on item va11d1ty, readablllty, domalns, and ‘}

' objectlves. ; : L o : R , t‘

T
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129. Wisconsin State Departnenr of Public Instruction, Division for Manage~
ment‘and'Plannlng Services. Wisconsin Learner Assessment: 1973 pilot
year report. Vol. I, report 1. Madison: ‘Wisconsin. State Department. of

TN ' "Public Instruction, D1v1s1on for Management and Planning Services,

O R February 1974. 193 pagesy” Available from the Department of Public

e Instructlon, 128 Langdon’Street Madicon, w1° - 53702, - Free.

!l.

This report contalns the reSUlts of the flrst statewide educational

‘learner pilot assessment in Wisconsin. The'! objectlves of the program _
‘were: (1) to dev lop and reéfine the stateW1de assessment process includ~" "
ing instrument elopment, 1nstrument adm1n1stration, analysis, inter~f
pretation, and dissemination of ‘the’ reSults,\’Z) to provide a prelimi~
nary statewidé profile of how well students' demonstrate thedr: knowledge :
and—-skitl— erningwsome~1mpartant ‘aspects: of mathematics and reading,kf.
(3) to devglop baseline Jnformation for. measuring progress#over time,

. The devel pment of 1nstruments and obJectives and sampllng procedures
‘are discuss sed.. The percentege of students who probab]y would have "
“answered the item’ correctly iPf all 1nd1v1duals at’ that grade level

‘had- taken the- test is ‘given for ‘eachiitem and - objective in. the reading
and, mathematics tests forvsttdents in grades 3.and 7. “Final comments.
and recommendations are made., Information regarding the sampling ‘
de51gn is’ nresented 1n the appendix.ki, . »

©0.1300 W1sconszn State Department of Publir Instruction, Division for Manage-
o " ment and Planning Services. W1srons1n Learner Agsessment: 1973 pilot = -
. year summary.report. Volume 1. Madison Wisconsin State Department "‘
~of Public Instruction, Division for Management ' and Planning Services, . .
Fabruary . 1974 .36 pages. Available. from the Department of Public S
Instruction, 126 Langdon Street Madison, Wis.. 53702.‘ Free,;

: The ob3ect1ves of the first year of. the Wisconsin Assessment Program )
~were: (1) to. develop and refine the statewide assessment processeﬂi'
includlng ‘instrument. development instrument administratlon,, ig
interpretation, and dissemination of. results, (2) to” provide a p“ellm
nary profile of how well students demonstrateatheir knowledge .and skllle
concerning some: important aspects of mathematics - and reading 'and (3) to
develop baseline 1nformation for measuring progress. over time L
‘ . “'dlent” 1nvolved students in grades 3 znd: 7, and. the results .are’ reported
T ’1n terms\of" the populatlon value,‘i.e.,Fan estimate of ~the. percentage
o Vof ‘children who . probably*would have answered the: ftems correcrly if - all
“the 1nd1v1duals at that grade level ‘had taken” the test. General limlta—'
“tions of the results are pxesented and\recommendations are made to better
analyze edu~ational prog am strengths or weaknesses. :
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"National fhstitdre of Edu:auon o’ v\ (\/' ot

2. PAYMENT N

Thiz pricas se: forth herain oo not iy /(4\ // \w \” : cisd ar
similar taxes which may a'\"lv to ’h ¢'¢\“ lJ" or Darg
copy 1o the Custoiner. Thc cost of sv)V\/\ / St b\ pCine .

by the Custamer,:

A
\/
Paymant shail be made rag Mr/\/)w ‘ ;,y/ f*om &af" of

:invou:e Payment shall be . w.hou exgy

‘3 REPRODUCTION

Express permissior to reproducs 3 an / &\/’( P gviting

hereunder must be obiained e wrichy V ”'\ G[ \(19 t ho“h;

\5‘0 ted On the lits ,qu 0f sush copyr 'W \ N

é. ONTINGENCIES o b o

CMIC shall not be able to Cusioma \*V ; \e n 497 so7 any
’ J

failure or delay ‘rv the performance ot /\%
of delay .{a) is due (0 events bzyond WV
Bt pot limitad to, firz, storm, ﬂgoc\

- daent, acts of the public enemy, st f\/.«
labar shortage, work stoppages, lra’\;l\(/{\/\!ﬁ /1
- failure or shortage of imaterials, suppl\ "\’lh/d
-7 acts of fegulations cor priorities, A\ \/ h’/
‘governments; (b) is due to faitures a \/ fﬂ
tors” beyond" CMIC’s cortrol and w\\“/‘
of 'CMIC; or (e} is due to erronzous \\
msh—"d by Cuswomer,

Né%L lNFORMATION

8, cHANGES
No waiver, alteration, or mad fication ©f any of the provusims
hergoi shall pe binding umess in- wrltmg and signed bv an officer of
CM’L N .

S, DEFAULT AND WAI\/E?‘ ‘ ,
a. If Customer fails with rgsp2et-to this or any other agreement .
with CMIC to pay any inyoite 'when due or to accept any ship-
ment a5 ordered, GMIC nay without prejudice to other. ramedies

defer any further shipmgnts until the default is raréected, or -

cance! this Purchase Ordy,

" b, No coursg of conduct '\Qr any delanyf CMIC in exercxsmg any

right hergynder shall Wajyg any - rmhﬁ of CMIC or modify zhls
Ahr,wrman[ B : .

10. GUVERNING LAW ,
This Agreement shall be copsirued ta be between 'merchants. Any
Quastion Loncerning its Vahu,:‘/ construction, or parformance shall
be go;arﬂ"d py the laws of tpe Slate of New York" v

11, DEPOSIT ACCOUNTY

 Customers who have a Cbnzm“‘ng nead for ERIG documents may *
.open a Deposit accdunt by gepOsiting a Minimum of $200.00. Once - ..

a depusit account is openyd, ERIC documents will be sent upon,..
request, ang the account charged for the actual cost and postage A,

. momhw staternent of the accoint wm be furmshed

12, STANDING ORDER AcCQUNTS ' v
Customers who desire to reﬁei‘/e microfiche copies of all ERIC
reports announced inseach jccv® lof Rasources in Education may do-

lo :
so by depositing $2000.0y or submitting an executed purchase .

5. . LIABILITY . order. The cgst O;INCh issug "4 postage will be charged against the
- T a A mont VStatem £,0f the accou twll be furnished.
-\ CMIC’s hability, if any, a:sing narng /ll\ /E*Geed cestity- Ccounl m en / 2 nt wi ' i ‘

tion of chierges. y ﬂ I .
In. no event shall CMIC be Pa v/ /l 5 Sh Nidh or
uidated damages arising from jtha p/\\ \/\\E Df\ /QQ ”Qr\undgr i

67N WARRANTY
7 Bd MAKES NO- WARRANTY, \[ \/\

13 PAPER cOPY !Hc) .
A paper Copy {HC) s XBrogrABhic reproduction, on' paper of tha
ongmal document. Each Pape’ topy has 3 Vellum antol cover ta
!der\nfy angd protect the dogyrtent,
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*TO ANY MATTER WHATSCEVER Mf BN
RANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY" \/\ %'T g fQN ANY 16, FoREiG R aeos | than
pARTlCULAR PURPOSE, F‘cscage for ali courtries Other an the Unned States is based on the

ine-~naticnal' Postal Rates iy effect at the time the order is shipped.

__Resources in ('e §160.0C per mon:h at the rate of 8,7¢ per mlCrofmhe

: ) Postagﬁ extra,
- BACK COLLECTIONS (Dostaqe V

7. QUALITY : ; " To detérmine Postage allg, 60 microfiche or 60.(HC) pages.par
CMIC. will' replace’, products rewrn /\/ 5\ rép “uu“'oﬂ -pound, - Customers Must {elity the exact classification of mail
dSTeCts or incomipizterEss The guahny) M\Q/ n\f M5 Dot ~desirad,-3ngd_include-the nostage for _that. classification. wnthAthexr__ e,
the responsibility of CMIC, Best il."allt"/\/ /\“b// Ny A W PR d-. - order, Payment must be ingaited States funds .
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> Subscnprron Oht‘év\ '\ &h°~ gOD[eS of all £Ri{. ieports announced m each lSsL.e of
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Reports ip Aes 1 1/ £Vl 8" o 1968 and 1967, .« e Coe..§ 38506 .
~Reports i Reg&J\/’S ;‘r/ Engl¥igl for1968 ... L e e 0 115936 ‘
AN . | Reports in quv\/\ J/Ewu/:t,dﬂ for 1869 .. ... e e s 7.383.21 .
Repoyts in Rest\j\/ﬂ i Ewu/ab;dﬂ for 1870 . .. .., S e sevLech.ol 140836 i
Reports in Feq\nl (7 EVvg g/ fo 1971 L1 LI Llilll 184369
" Reports in nag%/\/‘) ng IRglN 61872 e e ceo.. 170128
R fReRg SR ]
; s P, ‘' Tar - 7 et e e e PR RN ' .
Reports in Resqt/\/\; "6/§ 1/°Sr/ﬂ’7 for1978 .0 L e oL, Li3ds
* Reports in- ResQJ M’/ ! M/%uﬂ" JaN~ARr, 1976, e e 545.92
Entire Q(/ /'\ I SR et A ’ .$12.991.79
 AIM/ARM MICROFICHE cornl/ ;l“s (ﬂ%wge ) (AR v .- $0-438/fiche -
" GLEARINGHOUSE MICROF 1onf ' “Vﬂm‘js postaﬂe extra). L <+ -80.182ffiche
c QPECIAL c LECTIONS (posraf \‘m ) y S ST
S Office of Educ%N 5 ’/’Orrf 7956 65- .. ... R .U$ 40443
IR Pacesetters in Iy \/L /ﬂn //sd/ N 1966 ... ... Cae Se 14457
. Pacesetters fn/ / /“1‘3/ ydar 7957,, e el 17531
. . Pacesetters in /q %{/ﬂ)\ /,/&(‘e,/d‘ﬁ?a/ 1968 .\ v e 11212
| BRI B RO |
TR T o . Selected Docty CFECn . v e S
Q o Manpower Re;Qe/\ﬁ %ﬂ glo'\/ fon Flscal Year lsbé‘and 1957‘_. Cee e 79.67
MC e, o Manpower Res \//\‘/ /o fuhf’st‘a’)'ear 1968, . . - e e 44.41
oo i o uy & _;Manpom'r Ref\/\/‘ ,‘\\/ "\ / '\,fof Flst‘a/ Year 1959 ﬂ Chet g T 5771 .




